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THERE is no of the recent Bankruptcy and In- 
' solvency Act which is more likely to produce questions 
- of difficulty than that which relates to trust deeds. for 
| the benefit of creditors. The Deeds Clauses, as they 
| are called, were intended to be in substitution of those 

clauses of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849, 
_ which related to ments between debtors and 
_ their creditors, under the control of the Court. These 
| have been repealed by the recent Act, and it is no 
; competent to any mn unable to meet his en- 
f ments with his creditors to submit himself to the 
| jurisdiction of the Court, and to obtain protection from 








ing such protection under the deeds clauses; an 
so far there is an omission in the Act. Moreover, 
_ although the ing which it prescribes to any 
| debtor who desires to avoid a regular ange og 
' seems to be simple enough, yet we think it will be 
_ found, in practice, to give rise to some difficult questions. 
It is n that three-fourths in value of the 
creditors whose debts amount to at least £10 shall have 
assented to the deed before it can be registered ; but no- 
| thing is said as to whether secured debts may be included 
_ in this proportion of value. There are many instances in 
which a creditor holds a security which is not sufficient 
| to cover the debt due to him. He may not be ina 
| position to state exactly what is the actual value of his 
' security (as, for instance, if it be the mo of a re- 
versionary interest) and it is plain, therefore, he cannot, 
_ except by mere guess work or a loose estimate, state the 
_— amount of the unsecured balance. It can hardly 
intended that he should assent to the deed in 
: of the entire debt, because it is provided by the 192nd 
_ section of the recent Act that when the deed is regis- 
| tered all those who have assented to it shall “ be liable 
‘to all the provisions of this Act in the same or like 
manner as if the debtor had been adjudged a bankrupt 
and the creditors had proved ;” and it is further pro- 
_ vided that “‘ the Court shall determine all questions arising 
vunder the deed according to the law and practice in bank- 
_ruptcy.”’ Theeffect of this section would appear to deprive 
a secured creditor of the benefit of his security, where 
_he has executed or assented to a deed, for an amount in- 
proding the sum so secured. But if it should be judi- 
cially held otherwise, then the unsecured creditors who 
“have the greatest interest in the administration of an 
estate in bankruptcy, will frequently be liable to be over- 
‘Tidden by the creditors who hold security. The analogy, 
thowever, of the proceedings in a bankruptcy, 
"and the plain terms of the new statute, will make it as 
‘difficult as it would be inconvenient and unfair, to hold 
‘that secured creditors are entitled to assent in respect 
the sums for which they held security. On the 
other hand, it would be rather hard upon them if, 
nm account of their mere assent, they were called 
upon to risk any part of what was sec to them. It is 
ident, even if a secured creditor has his security valued, 
and assentsonly for the balance, it may afterwards turn out 
hat the valuation was too low, and that, having as- 
i for too large a sum, the debtor did not, in fact, 
procure peop athe an — creditors ; so 
Anat, probably, the whole proceeding from its beginnin 
might be deemed void. ‘heaeee who reads the 197 
tion will also see that a further difficulty will in such 
® case arise from the circumstance that this section, after 
“he registration of the deed, by a species of relation 
ack, makes the creditor’s assent to a deed a proof of 
‘he debt in respect of which he has assented ; and this 








consideration, taken together with some of those which 
we have already stated, that the pri 
intewhich we have mentioned must soon be 
in order to avoid awkward complications in w 
thié new branch of the jurisdiction of the court. For 
this purpose, we suspect that there will be required a 
General Order enabling, previously to the registration of 
a deed,'a valuation of securities, under the sanction of 


the Court, or providing for applications to the Court 
secured creditors who are desirous of assenting to 
deed. 


Tue report of the Council of the Law Amendment 
Society contains some interesting statistics relative to 
patents, and Sir Roundell Palmer, in his speech as 
chairman, made some observations intended to suggest 
improvements in the law applicable to new discoveries 
or inventions :— 

“Tfthere were (he said), nothing in the nature of a new dis- 
covery or invention, either of anew principle or process, or no re- 


: iffering in ki ature from that kn before, 
_ all process until further order. Under the law as it | ee ee yr whede oF. 


_ now stands, there appears to be no mode of obtain- : 


he thought the matter ought not to be the subject of a patent. 
The suggestion of whatever was a necessary consequence of the 
knowledge which mankind in common already possessed, ought 
not, he thought, to be considered a new discovery or invention:” 

As the law stands now a petent, will. te gece 
though neither the material, nor the shape of thearticle to 
be manufactured, nor the mode of — it, is new, but 
where the three i are usefully combined 
the first time: and if anything like the nt 
system of protecting new discoveries is continued, there 
seems to be no reason why protection should not be 
afforded in such cases, figs Fg in those where a new 
substance, or new mode of manufacture, constitute part 
of the subject-matter of the patent. Novelty and 
utility in discovery or invention appear to be the legit 
mate test, and this would incl both classes. 
illustrations put by the Solicitor-General are unques- 
tionably very strong, if they are in point; but we 
very much question whether the first one is. 

“Let them ary ayo (he said), “ the case of a man apply- 
ing for a patent for making a table out of some sort of wood 
that had not been used for the manufacture of tables before. 
As it was evident from the knowledge common to mankind 
that tables could have been made out of wood, why should 
that man have a patent?” 

We have always understood that a patent would not 
be ted in such a case ; or that if it happened to be 
issued, it might be cancelled as being a breach of the 
Statute of Monopolies. The truth is, that the subject 
of patents is one that cannot be satisfactorily dealt with 
by mere pa, « otherwise than by the decision of 
the uestion lately raised by Sir William Armstrong, 
namely, whether it would not be better to abolish the 
present system entirely, and to leave inventors to 
the profits which naturally arise from superior know- 
ledge. In the case of those whose inventions are calcu- 
lated to be of great public service, it hasbeen pro- 
pot that the public should remunerate them directly 

parliamentary ts. We are not aware 

the converse of this proposition has ever been suggested ; 
but would it not be reasonable, as well as advantageous, 
to except out of the privileges of patentees the right of 
refusing to the public service the use of their inventions? 
Is there not something unwise in the government of a 
country conferring upon an individual a m 1 

against itself? It is evident, from the Squra wade 
have been published from time to time, that 
inventors are an unfortumate class. Only: one 
in ten runs the gauntlet of the stamp duties 
payable at the end of the third and seventh 
years. Asarule they lose not only their labour, and 


are involved in much anxiety in obtaini petents and 
in trying afterwards to make Prvtensscaes: | it also lose 
the heavy fees which are exacted from them at tlic patent 
office. It may be doubted, therefore, whether ‘inven- 


tors themselves, as a body, would not be the%greatest 


) gainers by the complete abolition of the preserit“systei: 
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Before we take nak Seaton Sites 
report we cannot help expressing our surprise that t 
Council of the society —who take to themselves so much 
credit for having more‘or less hand in all the useful 
measures which have been passed of late years—should 
be unaware that the Statute Law Commission has been 
long since abolished, and that, so far from the country 
being at all indebted to the Commissioners for the re- 
cent expurgation and consolidation of our statute-book, 
there was not the slightest hope of either as long as 
the Commission remained in existence. The Couneil of 
the Law Amendment Society ought certainly to know 
better than that “the Commissioners have swept away 
amass of enactments which lay forgotten in the nooks 
and corners of the statute law.” The Revision Bill, 
which was a last year, was the work of Messrs. 
Reilly and Wood, and was not undertaken by them 
until Parliament had put an end to the doings of Mr. 
Bellenden Ker and his co! es. The Council, there- 
fore, have not only deprived the former a of the 
meed that was due to them, but have bestowed praise 
upon a body of commissioners the most worthless and 
extravagant that ever were appointed in connection 
with the department of the law. 


We ctve elsewhere in our impression of to-day a full 
—_ of the judgment of Sir C. Oreswell in the case of 
her v. Fisher. The suit was for dissolution of mar- 


riage by a wife against her husband, and a decree nisi 
having been pronotmced, it was for the first time 
decided that, under the new jurisdiction, a wife who ob- 


tained a decree of dissolution of marriage might be 
entitled to permanent alimony. Practitioners, however, 
ought to bear in mind that an application for permanent 
alimony should be made before the final decree ; at least 
there to be considerable doubt whether, ac- 
cording to the practice of the old ecclesiastical courts, 
an order for permanent alitmony could be made after 
a decree absolute. We are not aware, that this 
question has been argued before the Divorce Court ; 
and we cannot bat think that upon principle the 
practice should admit of such a proceeding. The 
dudge Ordinary in his judgment in Fisher v. Fisher 
was of opinion that if the wife were guilty of immo- 
rality hereafter, the alimony should cease, and that it 
might be reduced upon the happening of certain events. 
His lordship seemed to be of opinion that this order 
conld be carried imto effect by a deed, but it is 
sufficiently obvious that any question about the wife's 
immorality would involve an application to the Court ; as 
would also, probably, the other events to which reference 
was made in the judgment. There appears, then, to be 
no reason why, although a wife elects, at the time when 
the final decree is pronounced, not to apply for per- 
manent alimony, she should not be allowed to do so at 
a future period, in case of any alteration for the worse 
in her cireumstances, or any great improvement of 
those of her husband. 


We rvuy agree with the remarks contained in the 
spirited address of Master Templer, upon the occasion 
of the recent examination of articled clerks. He 
“abhors all cramming, and holds very cheaply the 
7m competitive examination.” The 

ifficulty, however, with the majority of articled clerks 
is to prepare themselves, without cramming, for the ex- 
amination in Chancery-lane; and although Master 
Templer, in his address, states that the aim of the ex- 
aminers has been merely to test the fact of a liberal 
education, and a tee of “ the principles of com- 
mon law, equity, conveyancing, criminal law, 
and bankruptcy,” it ought not to be forgotten 
that this is expecting agood deal from very young men. 
Candidates, we believe, are required to answer 
only in three of these branches, but taking the first 
three for example, it would seem to require the utmost 
care and attention on the part of the examiners to frame 
questions, and to decide upon the merits of the answers 





of candidates answering in these three branches, 
who have not been under the hands of a Coach. If the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society are really 
anxious to avoid the evils against which Master Templer 
declaims, it seems necessary that in addition to written 
papers, as a test of knowh part of the examination 
should be vivd voce. In this way a better notion of the 
qualifications of a candidate might be obtained. 


Two or the registrars of the Court of Bankruptcy 
held separate “ courts’’ within Whitecross-street Prison 
during this week. On Tuesday they discharged eight 
persons, some of whom had been a long time in confine- 
ment. The present number in that prison is 161, and 
some of the prisoners have been many years in gaol, and 
are, it is stated, not at all di to ‘leave their old 
quarters. Several creditors opposed, and some matters 
stood adjourned. The registrars also visited the Queen's 
Prison and Horsem -lane. From the latter prison 
twenty were released, and only twenty-two remain. In 
the Green's Prison some of the prisoners had been a 
long time in custody, and in one case there were upwards 
of thirty detainers. Most of the prisoners are made 
bankrupt, and any property they possess can be made 
available for their creditors. 


We nave been informed that the Court of Queen’s 
Bench in a case of Henshaw vy. Fletcher, which is an 
action for a malicious prosecution, has granted a rule 
nisi for a new trial on grounds which were eee upon 
by us last week (ane p. 9), and also by Mr. C. A. 
Smith in his paper on Actions for Malicious Prosecutions. 
(ante p. 11.) 

Ar rue public examination of the students of the 
Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 30th 
and 3ist October, and the Ist November, 1861, the 
Council of Fae ger nse to Thomas 
Maguire, Esq,, a studentship o: ineas per annum, 
to Sontinine te a period of three es to. Herbert 
Hardy Cozens-Hardy, Esq., Arthur Charles, Esq., and 
James Thomas Jeffrey, Esq., certificates of honour of 
the first class; and to Percy William Bunting, Esgq., 
Marston Clarke Buszard, Esq., William Barber, Esq., 
Henry Mason Bompas, Esq., Francis Nethersole Cates, 
Esq., Lewis Pagh Evans, Esq., Francis William Rowsell, 
Esq., David John Vavasor Durell, Esq., Decimus 
Sturges, Esq. Howard Warburton Elphinstone, Esq., 
John P Hennessy, Esq., Thomas Newton, Esq., 
Francis Phipps Onslow, Esq., John Charles Bethune, 
Esq., certificates that they have satisfactorily passed a 
public examination. 

Grorce Girt Movunsey, Esq., solicitor, of Castletown, 
has been elected Mayor-of Carlisle. Mr. M was 
the first mayor elected for Carlisle after the passing of 
the Municipal Reform Act. 


-__— 


THE LAW OF BLOCKADE—WHAT CONSTITUTES 
A LEGAL BLOCKADE. No. 2. 

As these pa have an especial reference to the 
blockade of the southern ports instituted by the 
Government of the United States, it appears necessary, 
in the first place, to show that the Confederate States, 
are entitled to be considered as belligerents by fore 
nations, and consequently susceptible of all 
rights conceded to such, according to the established 
rules of maritime public law. ge Governments 
have publicly acknowledged the belligerent status of 
the Southern States; while the Northern States deny 
that the states which have seceded are entitled to be 
considered in any light except as rebels and traitors. 
To such persons the law of blockade is inapplicable. 
It is to the law of treason, and not to international law, 
that they are amenable. If such were the real con- 
dition of the inhabitants of the Southern States, there 
fore, it would be idle to discuss, in respect of them, 
what constitutes a legal or an effective blockade. If 
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they were rebels and traitors, every description of 
blockade would be 1 and enforceable against them ; 
and there never could be any plea raised to the juris- 
diction of an American court, on the ground that 
its executive had not complied with the conditions 
necessary to be observed for the establishment of a 
blockade according to the law of nations. As 
regards the exclusive relations of American citizens 
to their executive head, the latter has a 

right to denominate and treat any portion of the 
inhabitants of the union as he and Congress may 
please. This results from the natural sovereignty and 
independence of nations. But this very equality of all 
pry ed limits their respective power to control the acts 
of their own citizens, whenever such restrictions are 
inconsistent with the rights of other states; “ W heaton’s 
Elements of International Law,” sixth ed., p. 106. It 
follows, therefore, that an attempt to cut off the rest of the 
world from all commercial intercourse with the Southern 
States by force of a paper blockade is an extravagant 
scheme, and one that is wholly unwarranted by 
international The moral merits or demerits 
of the cause of the Southern States do not affect 
their claims to belligerent rights, nor the right of 
other nations to treat them as belligerents. “A 
neutral,” says Bynkershoek, Quest, Jur. Pub. Lib. 1 
cap. 9., “‘has nothing to do with the justice or injus- 
tice of the war.” Indeed, any other rule would merely 
have the effect of substituting an arbitrary discretion 
for a fixedlaw. If, therefore, our Government had not 
already declared the Southern States to be entitled to 
the rank of belligerents, our merchants would have 
been ectly justified, on principles the best esta- 
blished amongst those — in the international code 
in considering them as belligerents, and acting towards 
them accordingly. But the proclamation of the Go- 
vernment recognising the belligerent status of the 
Southern States puts the matter beyond all dispute 
as between British subjects and American citizens. If 
the property of the former be seized and confiscated 
under circumstances contrary to the law of nations 
and the manifesto of our ‘Governnest, the injured 
parties will be entitled to compensation, which the Go- 
vernment will have a perfect international right to 
enforce, either by re icals or by war. 

There are, as already mentioned by us (S.J. vol. 5, p. 
831), two sorts of blockade, one consisting of the simple 
fact only, the other being accompanied by a notification 
of it; the Neptunus, 1 Rob. 171. The only practical 
distinction, however, between these, is that a blockade 
of the latter kind cannot in all cases be presumed to 
have come to an end upon precisely the same evidence 
that would be sufficient to show that one of the 
former was terminated. In other words, acquies- 
cence in a breach will not be so readily presumed 
on the part of the blockading force if it shall have 
proclaimed a blockade, as if it had not done so. But 
various acts besides a proclamation may end any 
blockade, the distinction as to both classes being 
founded only upon the legal principle, that a blockade 
commenced by proclamation, being a more solemn act 
than a blockade of the extemporised species, requires 
stronger evidence than the latter does, to prove that it 
has been waived or abandoned. The reader may ob- 
serve that an element of great indefiniteness is intro- 
duced into this branch of public law, by the fact that 
different degrees of evidence are thus admitted to prove 
what ought to be subject only to one simple rule. 

We now come to consider the most essential con- 
dition of a legal blockade, viz., its reality or effective- 
ness in respect of the proportion of the blockadi 
force to the strength or extent of the place blockaded. 
The first observation that we offer in respect to this 
point isa negative one; but oa pean’ Se 

ension in respect of the nature of this 


of misapp 
ight. A blockade, it is universall 
edmbted, is Sot, a lend blockade There may be 6 


bleckade without a proclamation; but a blockading 
proclamation without an actual blockade is of no force. 
The early rules applicable to blockades were even 
more strict than the modern Jaw as to the extent of the 
necessaty investment. A remarkable decree of block- 
ade was issued by the States General in 1630, with the 
advice of the Courts of Admiralty, and of the ablest 
— civilians, in — 2 the blockade of the ports 
o nders in possession of Spain. Bynkershoek records 
pa this  osaagg -- any carried _ effect by an 
uate force, and that, consequently, commercial 
pa tal was, in fact, carried on with Flanders. 
Contraband goods were alone confiscated; the law 
blockade, which confiscates indiscriminatel 
every kind, was not observed. This shows that in 1630 
ay Bi of blockade did not apply to paper block- 
ades, In 1652, however, the General inter- 
dicted all trade with the agin to all the world; but, 
in 1663, they denied to the Spaniards the right to act 
similarly towards the Portuguese. Great Britien and 
Holland: also, in 1689, in the great alliance against France, 
declared all the ports of France, to be under a blockade. 
The Baltic powers remonstrated against this ordinance. 
Puffendorf attempts to justify it, ds of tem- 
porary enpeioury, but such 4 justification can never be 
wanting for any law of blockade, however severe and 
fictitious. A more valid justification of this act of the 
great alliance, is to be found in the fact that the united 
navies of Great Britain and Holland were competent 
to present no slight obstacle to the access of a neutral 
to any port in France. The fact, however, is that the 
ordinance in question was not even at the period when 
it was prom ed strictly justifiable according te the 
law of nations. The law of blockade, indeed, was not 
then settled, but it tended daily to advance in point 
of liberality to neutrals. Accordingly, the definition 
of a blockade given by the convention of the Baltic 
powers, in 1780, and again in 1801, and by the ordinance 
of Congress in 1781, required that there should actually 
be a number of vessels stationed sufficiently near 
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to the port as to make an entry obviously hazar- 
dous. ut no Government has so energetically 
protested, as that of the United States has done, against 


paper blockades as grounds whereoa to found a claim 
of seizure and confiscation. Mr. King’s letter to Lord 
Grenville, May 23rd, 1799, Mr. Marshall’s letter te Mr. 
King,  eamigg | 20th, 1799, Mr. Madison’s letter to 
Mr. Pine ney, October 25th, 1801, the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy to Commodore Preble, February 
4th, 1804, Mr. Pinckney’s letter to Lord Wellesley, 
January 14th, 1811, and Mr. Cass's instructions 
for concluding maritimel conventions in 1859, and the 
recent letter of Mr. Lawrence to the Social Science As- 
sociation at Dublin, all inculcate the rule that a block- 
ade, to be legal, should be effectual. 

In the convention between Great Britain and Russia, 
on the 17th June, 1801, a blockaded port was declared 
to be “ that, where there is, by the disposition of the 
power which attacks it, with ships stationary, or suffi- 
ciently near, an evident danger in entering it.”| The 
definition of a blockaded place laid down in the treaty 
of commerce entered into between the United States 
and Chili in May, 1832, Art 15, and the Peru-Bolevian 
Leareereen in jay, ys Art a Pe actually 
at! by a belligerent force, capable of preventing 
the entry of the soueal? We now come to the declara- 
tion of the Paris Co: in 1856. The fourth article 
of this manifesto isas follows :—‘ Blockades, in order to 
be binding, must be effectual—that is to say, main- 
tained by a force sufficient wholly to prevent access to 
the coasts of the enemy.” This rule is liberal 
to rere The first crayons that we = in re- 
spect of it is, that it binds only the parties to the mani- 
oto, and, consequently, does not apply to America, 


which refused to sign. Neither does it bind the parti 
who did si it, ancepl as pan we! hapa yw 





course. may appear strange, but such is the general 
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rule to be used in the construction of treaties, as Dr. 
Twiss proves in his recent work on the law of nations, 
p. 134. Moreover, besides its ambiguity in respect of 
the nations, to whom or as against whom, it applies, its 
own terms are very indistinct. Is it to be Be: sede 
as altering the rule of blockade which allows the offend- 
ing vessel to be seized any time before the expiration of 
the return voyage? Indeed, if its terms are to receive 
a natural interpretation, there never can be an actual 
breach of a blockade, or at least an escape of the cul- 
prit ; for if the blockading squadron be sufficient wholly 
to prevent access to the coasts of the enemy, it will, of 
course, be competent to seize any neutral vessel that at- 
tempts a Aes. Jlagrante delicto, and even before the 
overt act is complete. Such an interpretation would 
simplify matters exceedingly. But international law 
has its own technicalities both in conveyancing and 
pleading ; and we are strongly inclined to doubt whether 
publicists would define an effectual blockade, such as is 
described in the manifesto, as differing much from a 
legal blockade as defined by public law. Our readers 
may remember the answer given by the judges to 
Charles the First when consulted by him as to the effect 
which the Petition of Right would have if he signed it. 
Their reply was, every statute had its interpretation. 
However, as the Paris declaration certainly does not 
bind the American States, we may dismiss it from our 
review, and limit our inquiries exclusively to the consi- 
deration of the n conditions of a 1 blockade 
as defined by the common law of nations. Such a blockade 
must be an actual one, yet it need not be a complete 
investment. Where, then, is the line to be drawn? 
what degree of elimination only will leave the question 
free from difficulty? Ifa single frigate is not to be 
considered sufficient to blockade a thousand miles of 
sea-coast, will a hundred men of war suffice, or will 
ten? 
Before offering what we think will be found a very 
practical test of the legal validity of a blockade, 
we shall first show how the matter stands from the 
state of the authorities. A leading case on this subject 
is the Jungfrau Maria Schreder, 2 Rob. A block- 
ade of Havre was notified by Great Britain 23rd Feb- 
-_ 1798, with a view to prevent the invasion of 
England by France. From November in that year 
until May, 1799, vessels were permitted to pass in and 
out of that port. Some were proceeded against on 
different grounds, but not for having committed any 
breach of blockade. The vessel gp, ese Maria 
Schreder went into that port in May, 1799, although 
she had met the Stag frigate which offered no opposi- 
tion. She came out in on the 14th June, and saw 
no ship for forty-eight hours. She was seized finally 
off the North Foreland by the Camperdown cutter. 
On the claim before Lord Stowell, for the restitution of 
the vessel, his lordship said, “it is perfectly clear that a 
blockade had taken place some months before, and that 
the notification was communicated to the claimants’ 
vernment, not only that a blockade would be imposed, 
ut of a most rigorous kind; yet”—his lordship 
observes in a subsequent part of his judgment, “I 
cannot shut my eyes to the fact that presses upon the 
Court, that the blockade has not been aul carried into 
effect.” His lordship further observed, hee ships are 
stopped and examined, and suffered to go in. The 
master of this particular vessel says, that in coming out 
he saw no ship for forty-eight hours. That might be 


accidental, but when he entered they were on the 
station ; yet, no attempt was made to prevent him from 
going in. In other cases, also, it appears that force 


was not applied for the purpose of enforcing the blockade. 
There can be no doubt of the intention of the Admiralty, 
that neutral ships should not be permitted to go in; 
but the fact is, that it was not in every instance carried 
into effect. What is a blockade but to prevent access 
by force? If the ships stationed on the spot to keep up 
the blockade will not use their force for that purpose, 





it is impossible for a court of justice to say there was a 
blockade actually existing at that time so as to bind 
this vessel. It is in vain for government to impose ‘ 
blockades, if those employed in the service will not 
enforce them. The inconvenience is very great, 
and spreads far beyond the individual case; reports 
are eagerly circulated that the blockade is raised ; 
foreigners take advantage of the information; the 
property of innocent persons is insnared, and the 

onor of our own country is involved in the mis- 
take.” The legal principle, that the notice of a 
blockade cannot be more extensive than the blockade 
itself, received, what we may consider its best exposition 
from Lord Kingsdown in the case of the Francisca, 
Spinks, 255, There his lordship held that a belligerent 
cannot be allowed to proclaim that he has instituted a 
blockade of several ports of the enemy, when, in truth, 
he has only blockaded one; and that a neutral in such 
a case is not liable to the penalties attending a breach 
of blockade. The test of a legal blockade, which we con- 
sider to be deducible from the cases, is the actual applica- 
tion of force to prevent access on the part of a neutral 
to the blockaded port. But that force, if active, need 
not be adequate to the reduction of the place, nor be 
constantly pyc if winds be high or adverse. The 
presence of a blockading squadron, an active pursuit, 
or a capture, is prima facie evidence of a sufficient 
exercise of force on the part of the blockadin 
belligerent to constitute the investment a lege 
blockade. These, as we have seen, in the case of the 
Jungfrau Maria Schreder, may not be sufficient to 
constitute a legal blockade ; but without some of them 
a blockade has no legal significance. The fulfilment of 
any of these conditions throws the onus of proving a 
waiver of a blockade upon the vessel captured. She 
may succeed in resisting the captor’s claim upon various 
grounds, or, as in the case referred to, upon the simple 

ound of implied waiver on the part of the blockading 
Tos. But, unless the captor prove the fulfilment of 
some of these conditions on the part of his government, 
the captured vessel is not bound to make any defence, 
but is, on the contrary, entitled to compensation for the 
detention and its consequent losses. 


"= 
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ALTERATIONS IN COMMON LAW PLEADING 
UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1861. 
(Continued from page 6). 
Preas To Actions BY ASSIGNEES. 

If the defendant intends to dispute the title of the plain. 
tiff as assignee the rule of pleading (5 T. T. 1853) will still 
be applicable: that in all actions by assignees of a 
bankrupt or insolvent, the character in which the plaintiff 
is stated on the record to sue shall not in any case be con- 
sidered as in issue, unless specially denied. 

The plea will be in the following form :— 

Plea denying that the Plaintiff is Assignee. 





Tn the —— 


B. 

ats. 

A. 

This plea puts in issue all the proceedings in bankruptcy 
precedent and necessary to the title of the assignee—as the 
act of bankruptcy, the petition, the petitioning creditor’s 
debt, the adjudication, &c.; Butler v, Hobson, 4 Bing. N. C. 
290; Buckton v. Frost,8 A. & E. 845. But it must be re- 
membered, when the issue comes to trial, that the section 234 
of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849, has not been 
repealed and is still applicable. This section enacts as fol- 
lows :—*‘‘ That in any action, other than an action brought by 
the assignees for any debt or demand for which the bankrupt 
might have sustained an action had he not been adjudged 
bankrupt, and whether at the suit of or against the assignees, 
or against any person acting under the warrant of the court, 


The —— day of ——, A.D. ——. 
The defendant, by —~ ——, his attorney, says that the plain- 
tiff was not nor is assignee as alleged. 
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for anything done under such warrant, no proof shall be re- 
quired at the trial of the petitioning creditor’s debt, or of 
the trading or act of bankruptcy respectively, unless the 
other party in such action shall, if defendant, at or before 
pleading, and if plaintiff before issue joined, give notice 
in writing to such assignees or other person that he 
intends to dispute some and which of such matters; and 
in case such notice shall have been given, if such assignees 
or other person shall prove the matter so disputed, or the 
other party admit the same, the judge before whom the cause 
shall be tried may (if he think fit) grant a certificate of such 
proof or admission; and such assignees or other person shall 
be entitled to the costs occasioned by such notice ; and such 
costs shall, if such assignees or other person shall obtain a 
verdict, be added to the costs, and if the other party shall 
obtain a verdict shall be deducted from the costs which such 
other party would otherwise be entitled to receive from such 
assignees or other person.” 

It is remarkable that this section should have been re- 
tained without any modification ; because it is not very ex- 
plicit as to the actions in which it is applicable; and, more- 
over, its language is scarcely reconcileable with the present 
state of the law. The trading is no longer an essential in- 
gredient of the bankruptcy, and it is immaterial to dispute 
it; where the trading is material it becomes so only as an 
ingredient of the act of bankruptcy. It is usual, we believe, 
to give the notice of the matters intended to be disputed in 
all cases. The form of the notice may be found in Chitty’s 
Forms. 


PLEA OF THE BANKRUPTCY OF THE DEFENDANT. 


It is necessary to refer to the nature of this defence under 
the old law, which is still in some degree applicable. The 
defence was given by the 205th section of the Bankrupt Law 
Consolidation Act, 1849 (12 & 18 Vict. c, 106, s. 205), which 
also gave a general form of plea in the following terms:— 
“That any bankrupt who shall, after his certificate shall 
have been allowed, be arrested, or have any action brought 
against him for any debt, claim, or demand, proveable under 
his bankruptcy, shall be discharged upon entering an ap- 
peearance, and may plead in general that the cause of action 
accrued before he became bankrupt, and may give this Act 
and the special matter in evidence; and such bankrupt’s 
certificate shall be sufficient evidence of the trading bank- 
ruptcy, fiat, or petition for adjudication and other proceed- 
ings precedent to the obtaining such certificate.’ Hence, 
proof of the certificate prima facie proved the plea, and con- 
stituted a defence to an action for any claim proveable under 
the bankruptcy. The plaintiff might prove any facts which 
invalidated the certificate in answer, without pleading them 
specially; Hughes v. Morley, 1 B. & Ald. 22. If the plaintiff 
relied on causes of action accruing since the bankruptcy, 
it was necessary for him to plead a new assignment. 

The new Act substitutes for the certificate an “order of 
discharge,” and the effect of the order of discharge, as a 
defence to actions, is defined by sect. 161, which is substi- 
tuted for the section above cited, and which enacts as 
follows:—“ The order of discharge shall, upon taking effect, 
discharge the bankrupt from all debts, claims, or demands 
proveable under his bankruptcy, save as herein otherwise 
provided; and if thereafter he shall be arrested, or any 
action shall be brought against him, for any such debt, 
claim, or demand, he shall be discharged upon entering an 
appearance, and may plead in general that the cause of 
action accrued before he became bankrupt, and may give 
this Act and the special matter in evidence; and the order 
of discharge shall be sufficient evidence of the bankruptcy, 
and the proceedings precedent to the order of discharge.” 
It will be observed that the language of this section, in 
giving the plea, is the same as that of the Act of 1849. 
Hence, in point of form, the plea of the bankruptcy of the 





defendant will remain as before, though its meaning will be 
very different. It will now be supported by proof of the 
order of discharge, which is sufficient evidence of the bank- 
ruptey, and the proceedings precedent to the order of dis- 
charge. The plaintiff may rebut this proof by evidence 
invalidating the order of discharge, or any of the precedent 
proceedings. 

The form of the plea is as follows :— 

In the Queen’s Bench [Common Pleas or Exchequer of Pleas]. 
The —— day of ——, a.D. ——. 

A. The defendant, by —— ——, his attorney [or in person], says 

ats. { that before action he became bankrupt within the meaning of 

the statutes in force concerning bankrupts, and that the cause 
of action in the declaration mentioned accrued before the defendant so be- 
came bankrupt. 

This plea is equally applicable to cases under the old and 
under the new law. It may be here noticed, that it now has 
a wider application than formerly, in consequence of the new 
clauses extending the classes of debts proveable under a 
bankruptcy, and which are therefore extinguished by the 
order of discharge (see sections 149—156). 


PLEA OF THE BANKRUPTCY OF THE DEFENDANT AFTER 
Action. 

It will be observed, in the section of the Act above cited, 
s. 161, that the general form of plea is given only in actions 
brought against the bankrupt after obtaining his order of dis- 
charge. The order of discharge, however, applies to discharge 
the bankrupt from all debts and claims proveable under the 
bankruptcy. Hence, if the action is commenced before the 
order of discharge is obtained, the order, though still a de- 
fence, requires a special form of plea to set it up, there 
being no general form sanctioned by the Act for such case. 
The following form of plea is suggested:— 
In the —— 

The —— day of ——, a.D. ——. 

B. (¢ The defendant, by —— ——, his attorney, says that after the 

ats. accruing of the plaintiff's claim, and after the passing of “ The 

A. Bankruptcy Act, 1861,”’ the defendant committed an act of 
bankruptcy, and became a bankrupt within the meaning of the statutes 
then in force concerning bankrupts; and thereupon a petition for adjudi- 
cation of bankruptcy was duly filed against the defendant in the Court of 
Bankruptcy for the —— district, according to the said statutes ; and such 
proceedings were had in the matter of the said petition, that the defend- 
ant was by the said court duly adjudged bankrupt ; and all things having 
happened and been done, aud all times having elapsed, necessary in that 
behalf according to the said statutes, the said Court afterwards, and after 
the commencement of this suit, duly allowed and granted to the defend- 
ant an order of discharge, whereby the defendant was discharged from 
the said claim of the plaintiff; and the said order of discharge is still in 
ful! force and effect. [If the order of discharge is not obtained until after 
plea pleaded, the above plea may be pleaded puis darrein continuance). 

(To be continued). 


<i 


The Courts. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN, and 
Justices WicHTMAN and BLACKBURN.) 

Nov. 11.—Ex parte Mills—A rule was applied for in this 
matter calling upon the examiners of the In ted Law 
Society to examine the applicant with a view to his admission 
as an attorney. The application was made under the 23 & 
24 Vict. c. 127, s. 4, which permits a gentleman who has served 
ten years without articles to be admitted after serving three 
years under articles. 

Rule granted. 

Nov. 14.—It was arranged that the rule should stand over, 
as the examiners had consented to examine the applicant this 
term, leaving any question that might arise for the future con- 
sideration of the Court. 








COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Mr. Justice WiiLes and 
mon Juries.) 
Nov. 14.—Smith v. Haller.—In this case an order had been 
obtained to examine the plaintiff at his own residence, and 
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Mr. R. E. Turner, the barrister, had been appointed commis- 
sioner for that purpose. The meeting had taken place yester- 
day, and the learned counsel had been requested to attend in 
Court this morning to produce the examinations. On Mr. 
Hawkins calling for them this morning Mr, Turner rose, and 
addressing the learned judge, said that he was for the pre- 
sent purpose an officer of the Court in the judge’s hands, 
and that he was ready and willing to do what his lordship 
thought right and proper; but that not having received his 
fees, he declined to produce the examinations in ques- 
tion. Mr. Justice Willes retired for the purpose of consulting 
the judges sitting in the full Court, and on his return stated 
that Lord Chief Justice Erle and Mr. Justice Keating fully 
agreed wit) him in thinking that Mr. Turner was entitled to 
retain tlie document until his fees were discharged, After 
som: slight delay the requisite money was produced and 
hanied to the learned counsel’s clerk, and the examinations 
were given up. Mr. Justice Willes observed that Mr. Turner 
had acted rightly and properly both as regards himself and 
ping commissioners who might be placed in a similar posi- 
ion. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before the Lonp Cuier Baron and Barons 
MakTIN, BRAMWELL, CHANNELL, and WILDE.) 

Nov. 11.—Madin and Wife v. Catanach.—This case came 
before their lordships by way of appeal from a decision of 
Christopher Temple, Esq., judge of the county court of Roch- 
dale, who refused to receive the evidence of the plaintiff's wife. 
It appeared that the plaintiff brought an action in the name of 
himself and his wife, to recover £25, the value of a pianoforte 
which belonged to latter prior to her marriage. The plaintiff's 
wife was a material witness in support of the case, but the 
defendant’s advocate objected to the reception of her testimony 
on the ground of want of religious belief, as she did not be- 
lieve in the existence of a God, or of a future state of rewards 
and punishments. It was contended, on the other side, that 
the evidence must be taken, as the witness herself did not 
object to be sworn, and it was not competent to the defendant 
to make the objection, as a subject could not be deprived of 
her civil rights, however liable she might be to ecclesiastical 
censure and punishment from her want of religious faith. The 
learned judge then examined the plaintiff's wife on the voire 
dire, and, in reply to his questions, she stated that she did not 
believe in the existence of a God nor in a future state of re- 
wards and punishments, but that she regarded her word as her 
bond, and felt that, she was bound to tell the truth. On these 
answers the judge refused to allow the witness to give evidence, 
and nonsuited the plaintiff giving leave to appeal to this court 
on Le = of law. 

RD CuleF Baron, in giving judgment said: We are 
all agreed that the proceeding of the judge of the county court 
was right according to the law and practice of this country 
ever since the law existed. The appeal, therefore, has failed. 
We are not here to make, but to administer, the laws, and a 
party must be sworn by some religious ceremony unless it be 
dispensed with by Act of Parliament, and in this case no Act 
of Parliament exists. 

The appeal was accordingly dismissed. 





COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
(Before Sir C. CRESSWELL.) 

Nov. 12.—Fisher v. Fisher —Judgment.—His Lordship said 
that this was a petition by a wife for a decree of dissolution on 
the ground of adultery, coupled with cruelty. In December 
last a decree nisi was pronounced, and the petitioner had since 
moved for a decree absolute and for an order that a provision 
in the nature of permanent alimony should be settled on her 
under the 32nd section. The respondent submitted his books 
to the inspection of accountants, and on the 25th of July, 
witnesses were examined on both sides and the case was argued. 
From the latter part of the clause doubts had been suggested 
whether the Legislature intended that it should extend to cases 
where the wife was the petitioner. But there were two or 
three instances in which the Court had treated it as applicable 
to such cases, and he could not doubt that that construction 
was right when he compared that clause with the 45th, giving 
the Court power to take away the property of a delinquent 
wife, and to settle it upon the innocent party or upon the 
children. Both the exercise of the power and the amount of 
the provision tu be made for the wife were left to the discretion 
of the Court, but in exercising that power the Court had to 


4 lived a chaste life, and liv 


take into consideration the fortune of the wife, the ability of 
the husband to pay, and the conduct of the parties. Beyond 

this direction no assistance was given to the Court by the 

Legislature as to the manner in which this power was to be 

exercised, and no principles applicable to it were laid down. 
He had considered the precedents of the Ecclesiastical Courts 
with respect to the allotment of permanent alimony, and those 
of the Legislature with respect to the provision e for wives 
in divorce bills, bat he had been unable to find any effectual 
assistance in the precedents of either tribunal. In the ecclesi- 
astical courts the wife remained a wife at the end of the suit, 
and the husband was bound to maintain her. In Parliament 
there were several cases in which maintenance had been given to 
delinquent wives, but those precedents were i licable to 
this case. There the husband asked for the privilege of hav- 
ing his marriage dissolved, and accepted the dissolution on the 
terms offered him. It might seem hard to compel a husband 
to provide for a delinquent wife, but such cases differed ma- 
terially from those in which the husband was the respondent. 
Very few divorce bills were passed at the instance of the wife, 
and in none of these cases had the husband been compelled to 
make provision for a wife who had prayed for a divorce. In 
the present case the wife desired to have the marriage dissolved, 
and, although she had strong grounds of complaint against her 
husband, he could not consider that she was in the same posi- 
tion as a wife divorced a mensé@ et thoro. She might have ob- 
tained relict, and still have remained a wife, but she had 
elected not to do so. However, she had good ground of com- 
plaint against her husband, and the Legislature could not have 
intended that a wife should only obtain the remedy of a disso- 
lution at the expense of destitution. He was therefore bound 
to take on himself the arduous duty of deciding what would 
be a proper provision for her. He was of opinion that a wife 
who had obtained a decree of dissolution ought not to be left 
destitute; but, on the other hand, it would not be politic to 
give wivesany great pecuniary interest in obtaining @ dissolution 
of the marriage tie. In this case the wife had no fortune of 
her own; the husband derived some profits from his business, 
but his income was neither large nor settled. Under these 
circumstances he,should not award more than a maintenance 
to the wife. He should also take into consideration the cir- 
cumstances that it had been agreed that the daughter of the 
marriage should remain in the custody of her mother. If here- 
after the wife should ba, guilty of immorality it would be un- 
reasonable to call on her former husband to maintain her. 
Again, if she took advantage of the liberty she had obtained to 
marry again, it would also be unreasonable to compel him to 
maintain her. He wasof opinion that as long as the petitioner 
sole and unmarried, and supported 
her daughter, the respondent ought allow her an annuity of 
£100 payable quarterly. In the event of the death or a 
of the daughter, that sum must be reduced to £80. He should 
direct a deed to be prepared by one of the conveyancing coun- 
sel of the Court of Chancery to carry this order into effect. 
The daughter would remain in the custody of the mother and 
the costs of the suit would be paid by the respondent. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 

Nov. 9.—In re Bousfield—The bankrupt was formerly 3 
solicitor, and latterly an engineer. 

His Honour said,—I have carefully read over the evidence 
in the case, and I am satisfied that the bankrupt is a respect- 
able man, and meant to act rightly towards all parties inter- 
ested in his affairs. Unfortunately for him, he was dazzled by 
prospects of wealth to be derived from the success of a su 
posed valuable invention, which has been patented, and 
involved himself in difficulties from which he could not re- 
cover himself. The invention proved a failure. Some impu- 
tation was cast upon 3 Mr. Brewn, an accountant who assisted 
Mr. Bousfield in his difficulties. I think it is due to Mr. 
Brown, to say that I see nothing to find fault with in his conduct. 
I consider Mr. Bousfield’s present position the result of mis- 
fortune, and I give him an immediate certificate of the second- 


class. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN.) 

Nov. 11.—Discharge of Prisoners under the new Act 
Under the 100th, section of the new Act the gaolers are to 
make monthly returns of all prison ona ineaewapnted for debt. 
An application was made this morning b . C. E. Lewis, 
that the registrar (Abrahall) might take judicial notiee of his 
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— in the return of the gaoler of Whitecross-street, 


bg Registrar Abrahall.—Tf the prisoner has been adjudi- 
— bankrupt he is not within the jurisdiction of the regis- 


Mr. C. E. Lewit.—Then the gaoler of Whitecross-street 
has made a mistake in including him in the return. 

The Commisstoner.—How is the registrar to know that the 
man has been adjudicated bankrupt? 

Mr. Lewis.—I will give the notice. 

The CommissioneR.—I think the registrar ought to have 
proper notice that the debtor has been adjudicated bankrupt. 


Nov. 13.—In re Dodge.—In this case reference was made to 
the great hardship inflicted upon di debtors, owing to 
the necessity of sending to the office of the sheriffs to ascertain 
that there was no further detainer. It was stated that some- 
times the debtor was kept in custod hg three or four hours 
after consent Lad been given to his 

The CoMMIssIONER eaid he Seal see if something could 
not be done in the matter. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner FoNBLANQUE.) 

Nov. 11.—Re Bennett.—In the case of James Bennett, a tailor 
and clothier, of Norwich, adjudication of bankruptcy had been 
made on the 4th inst., on a petition presented on the 2nd. A 
motion was now made to annul the adjudication, or to stay 


the proceedings thereunder, on the ground that a deed of 


assignment had previously been made by Bennett for the 
benefit of his creditors, and had been registered under the 
194th section of the new Act. It appeared that the deed had 
not complied with the seven conditions prescribed by the 192nd 
section, for it had, in fact, been signed by only one creditor, 
and one of the trustees named in the deed had not executed it, 
but, on the other hand, had become the petitioning creditor 
under the bankruptcy. 

His Honour said this was a case which showed the extreme 
im of even the smallest words in a statute. R . his 
opinion the whole of the case turned upon the wo ¥ 
the question wing. » whether that word “such” in ae 19 
section applied to the deeds mentioned in the 192nd. There 
would be no doubt about it, for the word was continued from 
section to section, except that the continuity was broken by 
sections 194 and 195, so that it was open to argument that 
ss Fg sect. 199 ‘might be made to apply to sect. 194, 

hich used the words “every deed,” instead of “ such deed.” 
But the continuity was broken by sections having another pur- 
pose; and to entitle a party to the benefit of the 199th section 
he must show himself clearly to have complied with all the 
conditions of the 192nd. Here the deed did not comply with 
the first and second conditions. There was not a majority in 
number representing three-fourths in value of the creditors, 
and one of the trustees had not executed the deed. He was 
of opinion the conditions required by the Act of Parliament 
ag been complied with, and no order could therefore be 


e. 
The bankrupt thereupon surrendered. 


Nov. 13.—Jn re Frederick Clarke.—The bankrupt, a licensed 
victualler, of Bromley, applied for a certificate. 

Mr. Michael and another studs gentleman appeared to 

for creditors. 

It was objected that they had given no notice of opposition. 

It was replied that by the new Act it was not necessary to 
give notice. 

The Commissioner said that as this was a matter pending 
on the 12th of October, he could not hear the opposition, and 
granted a second-class certificate. 


(Before Mr, Commissioner Evans. 


Nov. 14—In Re Dell—The 160th section of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1861, provides that, ‘“ With respect to all persons 
heretofore bankrupt, and whose certificates of conformity have 
been refused, it shall be lawful for the Court at any time after 
the expiration of three years from the time of, and notwith- 
standing such refusal, to hear and determine the application of 

any such bankrupt for an order of discharge, and thereupon, 
ifthe Court shall think fit, to grant an order of discharge, 
either absolute or subject to any condition or conditions, in the 
same manner as if the bankruptcy of such applicant had taken 
place after the commencement of this Act.” 

Mr. C. E. Lewis said, the pre an be sence was refused 


five years ago, and he had suffered four months’ im 
ment, and he now for a day to be named the 
granting of an order of pursuant to the above section. 


Mr. A. Turner said this was a very badcase. The bank- 





rupt had kept out of the way for years. He asked for an 
affidavit of the circumstances. 

». The Commissioner said the application might be renewed 
on production of the required affidavit. 





INSOLVENT DEBTORS’ COURT. 

(Before the Cuter ComMISSIONER. ) 
Nov. 11.—Appointment of assignees since the of 
the new Act—The Chief Commissioner, on taking his seat, 
referred to a subject of some importance, and one on which 
ion existed. The Court, until the operation of 

new Act, could appoint an assignee in cases which 
been heard forty years ago; and now, it was said, 
could only appoint an assignee in pending cases—that was, 
prepares Pe re had not been adjudicated upon. That was a 
great mistake. No doubt the court had the power to 
assignees in cases in which they had been nominated 
the 12th October, and to complete such appointments. In this 
view of the matter he had the concurrence of Mr. Commissioner 
Nichols, and the point was of importance, as it would apply to 
country and town cases still existing. The nomination was 
the critical point of time, and in all cases it would apply where 
it was made before the 12th October, and, of course, to cases 
pending on that day, and to which assignees were to be ap- 

pointed. 
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SHERIFFS’ COURT. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant WHgBLER.) 

Nov. 12.—Ingram v. Stubbs.—Thia was an action upon & 
bill of exchange, Mr. Buchanan appearing for the plainti‘, 
and Mr. Pearce for defendant, who is the proprietor of Stubbs's 
Trade Protection Society. The point involved is of consider- 
able im gleaned from his Honour’s 


change, entrusted for recovery to one of the legal 
agents of Stubbs’s Trade Protection Society, in Ireland. 
Now, it appers tht this prtetion Society frm for the 


Stubbs issues cards and lists, upom which are certain rules; and 

he also appoints, upon his own ity, agents in Eng- 
land and Ireland. These agents are attorneys, and can be 
displaced or appointed by Stubbs alone. The rule of 
the society is, that when a debt is to be collected by 
one of these legal agents, the card alluded to is forwarded, 
and that is considered as @ proof that a person is 
titled to the services of the agent. In this the 
had a bill accepted by a person residing i 
Ireland. He forwarded that bill to the agent ( 
defendant’s published list), Mr. Sweeny, an attorney, 
having any answer by 8 certain time, wrote again. In 
Mr. Geeeny uid thet Me. Hophina (tha dabaeyh hes 
him that he had paid the money, whereupon Mr. 
handed over the bill. oan, bat bv te 
he was 
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redress agains 
rey stash iain. Dew dade ome 
take to collect bills not arrived at maturity; and, further, 
Stubbs was not responsible for the acts of the agents, 
they are called in the lists, legal agents. But the subscribers— 
who, by the way, pay some £36,000 a-year—have no control 
over these agents, nor do they pay them anything; in addition 
to which the agents are displaced by Stubbs, and Mr. Sweeny, 
it was said in the course of the evidence, had been removed 
from the agency. Looking at the case, then, in all its bear- 
ings, I must hold that Stubbs is liable, and I must find for 
the plaintiff, with costs. 


Hist 





The nomination of sheriffs for the various counties of Tag: 
land and Wales, with the exception of Lancashire and 
Cornwall, the sheriffs of which are nominated by the Crown, 

and Middlesex, where the sheriffs are elected by the Livery, 
took place in the Court of Exchequer on bate 2 The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, the Lord Ganges — 
Secretary, the President of the Council, and all "the j 
fr erg hee were present. 

take place by the Queen in Council in January 
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Recent Decisions. 


COMMON LAW. 
JupictaL Orrice, PROTECTION TO IT GIVEN BY Law. 
Ebon v. Neville, C. P., 10 W. R. 6. 

The judgment in this well-known action against the Vice- 
Chancellor of the University of Cambridge which arose out of 
the arrest of the plaintiff by the proctors has now been reported 
at length; and though it is in itself both elaborate and satis- 
factory it raises but few points which seem to call for comment 
here as being likely to interest our readers. The reason for 
this is, that though (as we shall presently explain) certain 
questions of importance applicable to all courts of justice were 
raised by the discussion and judicially determined, the case 
itself chiefly turned on the extent and due exercise of a very 
peculiar jurisdiction which, except so far as the general ques- 
tions just alluded to are involved, is of local interest exclu- 
sively. i 

The declaration was for false imprisonment and the 
real question on which the judgment proceeded was, 
whether the defendant was or was not invested by the 
terms of the University charter with judicial authority. And 
the Court said they were of opinion that by the terms of 
such charter and the statute grafted thereon the vice-chancellor 
of the University was so invested, and was consequently en- 
titled to all the protection attached by law to that position, and 
they observed that one of the most important branches of this 
protection is the non-liability of a judicial officer to be sued 
for any adjudication made according to the best of his judg- 
ment on a matter within his jurisdiction. (See, in particular, 
Mr. Justice Powell's judgment in Gwynne v. Poole, 2 Lutw. 
387). The Court further held that the vice-chancellor was not 
only a judicial officer but ajudge of a court of record; but they 
did not consider this material to his defence in the present 
action (no question arising as to whether he was acting within 
his jurisdiction) by reason of the general principle established 
by Gwynne v. Poole and many subsequent decisions. The 
Court added, that all judges of record have power to commit 
those brought before them to thecustody of their officers sedente 
curiad by oral command and without warrant, and they ex- 
plained the ground for this doctrine to be that there is always 
in contemplation of law (though, perhaps, not in fact) a record 
of such commitment; and this record may be drawn up at any 
time when it becomes necessary. 

The above propositions are of great interest and importance, 
and their distinct enunciation serves greatly to strengthen the 
position of those who have to act in any judicial capacity, for 
the principle applies to the lowest as well as the highest tri- 
bunals. For instance, in Garnett v. Ferrard (6 B. & C. 611) 
it protected a coroner, and in the very recent case of Tozer 
v. Child (7 Ell. & Bl. 377) even a churchwarden in the exer- 
cise of a function incidental to his office, though it was consi- 
dered only nate judicial and partly ministerial. This subject 
of the non-liability of judicial officers is well handled by Mr. 
Broom in his Commentaries on the Common Law (p. 101) where 
he cites from a judgment of Chief Justice North the following 
passage:—“‘ They who are entrusted to judge ought to be free 
from vexation that they may determine without fear; the law 
requires courage in a judge, and therefore provides security for 
the support of that courage” (Barnardiston v. Soame, 6 How. 
St. Tr. 1096). 


‘* EXCEPTED ARTICLES” IN BANKRUPTCY, PRESENT LAW AS 
TO—24 & 25 Vicr. c. 134, s. 221. 
Willismer v. Jacklin, Q. B., 10 W. R. 12. 

This case presents a fit opportunity for remarking upon a 
point in the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, which arises upon the ex- 
cepted articles which a debtor (according as he was under the 
bankrupt or the insolvent law) has hitherto been entitled to 
retain as against his assignees. If he were a prisoner seeking 
his discharge from the Insolvent Court under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 
110, then all his estate and effects vested in the provisional 
assignee, with the exception of the wearing apparel, bedding, 
working tools, and other necessaries of himself and his family 
not exceeding the value of £20 (s. 37). A similar provision 
was made in favour of a petitioner for protection under 7 & 8 
Vict. ¢. 96 provided, however, such excepted articles and their 
respective value were properly set forth in his schedule (sect. 
9). Under the 12 & 13 Vict. c, 106,8.251, and 17 & 18 Vict. 
c. 119, 8. 25 an analogous provision occurs in favour of a bank- 
rupt; but, instead of enacting that such excepted articles shall 
not vest with the rest of the estate in the assignees, those Acts 





provide that a trader need not surrender or. deliver e such 
excepted articles upon being adjudicated a bankrupt. y the 
Bankruptcy Act of the present year, however, 1 & 2 Vict. c. 
110, s. 37, 7 & 8 Vict. c. 96, s. 9, 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s, 251, 
and 17 & 18 Vict. c. 119, s. 25, are all repealed, and the law 
on the subject of “ excepted articles” now consequently rests, 
as regards all bankrupts, entirely on the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 134, 
and the only provision tuerein with regard to them is that con- 
tained in s. 221, which makes the bankrupt guilty of a misde- 
meanour if he shall not deliver up to the court all his property 
“ except the necessary wearing apparel of himself, his wife, and 
children.” It will be observed that here there is no limitation 
of the excepted articles to the value of £20, nor on the other 
hand any exception as before with regard to household furni- 
ture or tools or implements of trade. 

As to the case itself now under notice, it is only of impor- 
tance (the provisions on which it turned having, as already 
observed, been repealed) as showing how easily hostile relations 
may arise between a debtor and his assignees, and that the 
courts seem disposed to hold the latter to the strict letter of 
their statutory rights, 


——_——_—_———————— 
Correspondence. 


TRANSFER OF MORTGAGE. 
I beg to state that the volume and page of Davidson’s “ Con- 
veyancing” to which I intended to refer, is vol. 2, part 2, 
page 1074, 2nd edition. G. B. H. 


The opinion of the conveyancer quoted by your corres- 
pondent seems not only to be opposed to Davidson, but also to 
the remarks in Jarman and Bythewood’s ‘“ Couveyancing,” 
vol. vi., 3rd ed., p. 373, where a precedent is given of a transfer 
of a mortgage on a partial change of trustees, “ but not dis- 
closing the trust,” in the shape of a mere voluntary assignment 
being made by an apparently beneficial owner to @ stranger for 
a nominal consideration. 

The remark is there made, that “ perhaps it might be some- 
what doubtful whether a mortgagor would be bound to accept 
an assignment from a transferee claiming under such a deed, 
and therefore some gentlemen introduce a declaration that the 
mortgagees are trustees and have no beneficial interest, con- 
ceiving, and it is apprehended rightly, that this averment 
which refers to no specific trust would not render it incumbent 
on any person paying the mortgage-money, to inquire into the 
nature of the trust.” : 

If this be so, the precedent in Davidson which simply recites 
that the mortgage debt had became the property in equity of 
the intended transferees without even mentioning the trustee- 
ship, would & fortiori render any inquiry into the trust 
needless. 

And this is more probable, as the common declaration which 
is inserted in mortgages taken by trustees, that the money is 
advanced on a joint account, &c., is never considered such a 
notice of the trust as to require an inquiry into the capacity of 
the trustees. 

If the conveyancer’s opinion be correct, it would seem 
impossible to effect a transaction of this kind without en- 
cumbering the title with the trust, as few solicitors would like 
to keep back any separate contemporaneous deed explaining 
the real nature of the transaction (by which means a proper 
pecuniary consideration might be introduced into the transfer 
deed, and the parties treated as beneficial owners), lest they 
should infringe the unfortunate clause in Lord St. Leonards 
Act, as to keeping back instruments of title. H. H. O. 


There is no ground for the inference that the sum was 4 
trust fund; it is quite consistent with the recital, that it was a 
partnership asset transferred on a change of partnership; that 
it was a debt specifically bequeathed to two legatees absolutely, 
and transferred to them by the executors; and many other so- 
lutions might be given. It would be quite as reasonable, from 
a recital that a man was seised in fee, to infer that he got the 
fee from somebody, and therefore that there is notice of how he 
got it. E. P. W. 





Trust For Sate—Marriep WoMAN. 


The doubts as to the capacity of a married woman to accept 
and exercise a trust for sale, expressed in the opinion commu- 
nicated by G. B. H. (ante p. 10), appear to be without much 
foundation. 

If the lady’s marriage had been subsequent to the testator’s 
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death, and to her acceptance of the trusts, the case would have 
been identical with Drwnmond v.. Tracy, 1 Johnson, 608, 8 W. 
R.208, in which it does not appear to either counsel or judge that 
he wife’s covertuze could be considered to render her inca- 
pable of exercising a trust for sale. It has been even held for- 
merly (Co. Litt, 112a), that a wife can exercise a power of sale 
(fiduciary being for the purpose of paying debts) in favour of 
her husband. 

The only remaining question is, whether the lady can, during 
the coverture, assent to the devise and accept the trusts. 

If the devise had been beneficial, a deed disposing of the 
property, or of any interest therein, if executed according to 
the Fines: and Recoveries Act, would have amounted to an 
assent to the devise » eeneing ine from disclaiming it after 
the determination of the coverture. If this were not so, it 
would be impossible for a married woman to dispose effectually 
of any real estate which she had acquired since the coverture 


The doubt expressed in the opinion must, therefore, be 
grounded on the nature of the liabilities ineurred by accepting 
the office of trustee. Now, as regards acts done by her during 
the coverture in execution of the trusts, her liability will cer- 
tainly be ne goeater then if she had accepted the trusts while 


The remaining liability, then, is that arising from the 
general rule, that trustee has accepted a trust cannot 
retire without @ sufficient reason, except at his own expense. 
It is not impossible that a court of equity would decline to 
apply this rule to a. case in which s woman desired to retire 
from a trust which she had accepted when under coverture; 
but, supposing the rule to be appli the liability incurred 
falls far short of that of a married woman who proves a will, 
or takes out administration, for according to the opinion ex- 
ressed by Lord Redesdale in Adair v. Shaw, 2 Sch. & 

. 243, the latter will, after her husband’s death, be liable 
at law to the creditors, and in equity to the legatees, or next 
of kin, for the devastavits committed by him, proving the will 
ie | taking out administration being voluntary acts on her 


A married woman, therefore, has power—first, to execute 
any trusts which may have been accepted by her; and secondly, 
with her husbands concurrence, to accept such trusts as may 
have been confided in her. H.R. D. 





The conveyance by a married woman, by an acknow- 
ledged deed, to the purchaser, would be an acceptance of the 
devise of the legal estate; she could never afterwards disclaim; 
and acceptance of the devise of the legal estate is acceptance 
of the trusts. E. P. W. 





Trust vor SaLE—ACCELERATION. 

A testator devised real estate to trustees upon trust, to pay 
the rents to his son for life, and after the death of his said son 
to sell. Could the trustee sell during the life of the son, if 
the latter consented thereto? See Cornish on Purchase Deeds, 
Baers aerate hiner With great deference to the autho- 
rity of ee ee ee . 


La 
es 


Foreign Sribunals and Jurisprudence. 


AMERICA. 

We extract the following from an interesting letter of Mr. 
W. H, Russell, dated October 23, which appeared in the Times 
of the 12th instant: — 

The “ Executive,” fortified by the extraordinary extension 
of his prerogative, undertakes to suspend habeas corpus at his 
pleasure—a power denied expressly on the judgment of Mr. 
Chief Justice Taney, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, which is, by the Constitution, the sole 
ape of the principles of the Constitution. That vener- 
able and learned judge, in the Merryman case, declared the 
President had no power to suspend habeas corpus at all; and, 
indeed, it is very doubtful whether such suspension is an 
executive act, and, if it be not, the President has 
the limits of his authority, which is in no way legislative. 
But that is a matter for the j of the American people 
themselves. Let us see what independence of the judges 
by and with the consent, of the people, or, at 
least, under the pressure of the military power under which 
they are placed. By the law of the State, as by the general 











law, it is illegal to enlist minors for 
the consent of their parents and guardians; and, as a matter 
of course, om the issue of a writ 
proved that a minor had been i 
order him to be released from service, inasmuch as 
his enlistment had been contrary to law, Now, in the 
war fury of the time, the American youth—at all 
times rather precocious and self-willed —wild scions of 
the liberty tree, which grows into “We'll do what we 
please,’ very speedily—have enlisted in large numbers, and in 
some instances parents and guardians have desired to get them 
back to save them from the supposed ‘demoralizing influences 
ethan life. The British Minister has been particularly 
by applications from British subjects whose children 
have been induced to enlist, and in several cases he has pro- 
cured their release. But. at last, by the simple order of the 
War-office or of the Adjutant- General, it is announced that in 
future no minors will be discharged under any circumstances 
—a clear announcement that on this point, without any mis- 
take whatever, the military authority would set at defiance 
the law of the land, although martial law has not been pro- 
claimed. Subsequently to that announcement, however, 
case, to which I have already called attention, occured im the 
Court at Washington, wherein the judge issued a writ of habeas 
corpus on the application of the relatives of a lad enlisted in 
one of the regiments stationed in the district. The officer in 
command made a return to the writ, in which he stated that 
the minor was detained by military authority, and s: 
in virtue of the general order of the Adjutant-Gen 
which it was forbidden to liberate minors wi 
sent of their friends, The Court decided that the 
insufficient, and ordered the Brigadier-General to produce the 
minor in court on a certain day named, under pain of being 
attached for contemptof Court. For some cause or other, the 
military authorities thought proper to yield, the officer appeared 
with the minor, and the Court ordered the latter to be dis- 
charged, as his enlistment was illegal, according to the law of 
the district. Shortly afterwards, however, another case of 2 
imilar character arose, and the judges were brought into 
collision with an officer of avery different stamp. It had been 
whispered, indeed, that in granting those writs of habeas corpus 
the judges were exhibiting Secessionist proclivities and were 
violating a tacit or even an expressed understanding with the 
Government, that they would not encourage those who applied 
for such writs even for legitimate purposes. ~ If the judges had 
any such understanding they were clearly guilty of a derelic- 
tion of duty in sacrificing a matter of right to political conve- 
nience, and, so long as habeas corpus was not suspended, no 
judge could, on cause shown, properly refuse to issue the writ 
ex debito justitie. However that may be. it appears that Judge 
Merrick issued last Saturday a writ of habeascorpus to General 
Andrew Porter, Provost-Marshal of the city, and an officer of 
the regular army, commanding him to produce the body of 
A. B., a minor, illegally detained by him as having enlisted in 
the army of the United States. The story which follows is so 
characteristic that I must quote at it length, leaving to you the 
task of curtailing its fair proportions if needful. It will be 
remarked that the Bar evinced strong “ Secessionist proclivi- 
ties,” as they showed the utmost sympathy for the judge who 
has been provost-marshalled in such an extraordinary manner. 
And so here is the account of what took place in the Circuit 
Court of Washington, under the eyes of President, Cabinet, 
Senators, Mini while a battle was raging at Edward’s 
Ferry for the triumph of law and order over despotism and 
arbitrary rule:— 
“On the bench of the Circuit Court to-day (October 22) 
there were only Judges Dunlop and Morsell present, the other 
judge, Mr. Merrick, being absent. Passing around from the 
Court room a couple of squares into F-street, a sentry of the 
regular army could be seen walking up and down before one of 
a handsome row of residences on the south side of F-street, be- 
tween 6th and 7th. The house thus guarded is the residenee 
of Judge Merrick, before which sentries were first placed about 
5 o'clock last evening. What was the special character of the 
offence in this case had not definitely transpired until on the 
meeting of the Court this morning, when a communication re- 
ceived by his colleagues on the bench from Judge Merrick, was 
read im court by order: — 

“‘On Saturday, the 19th of October, 1861, Mr. Foley, a law- 
yer of this city, called upon me with a petition, by 
affidavit in proper form, praying for a writ of habeas corpus to 
- eae phy ay requiring him to i before the un- 

ersigned one n Murphy, who, it is alleged, was # minor 
under the age of 18 years, and illegally detained by said Pro- 


i 
! 


HU 





30 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, Nov. 16, 1861. 





vost-Marshal as an enlisted soldier of the United States. The 
order was given by me to the clerk, who issued the writ in the 
usual form. I was informed by Mr. Foley on the afternoon of 
Saturday that by reason of the many engagements of the 
Deputy Marshal of the district of Columbia, he himself took 
the writ and served it, as by law he rightfully might do, upon 
the Provost-Marshal, General Andrew Porter; that when he 
delivered the writ to the Provost-Marshal, he was told that he 
would consult the Secretary (I think he said the Sec- 
retary of State), whether he should respect the writ or 
not—that he, Mr, Foley, must consider himself under 
arrest, but for the present might go at large as upon his parole. 
Later in the afternoon Mr. Foley again called at my house 
with one or two other persons—one, I think, was represented 
as the elder brother, or some near relative, of the boy Murphy 
—who desired to know whether he was now to consider the 
boy as finally discharged and at liberty to return home to his 
friends, inasmuch as he had then been dismissed from the 
guard-room. I declined to make any suggestions to him in 
the premises, and told him that whatever I did in the matter 
must be done judicially, and after facts had been spread before 
me upon affidavit and the appropriate motion, if any, made 
thereon, ane that, as the Court would meet on Monday morning, 
October 21, in regular term, I should adjourn all proceedings 
under the writ until Court, for the advice and action of the 
whole Court. He stated that he would reduce all the facts to 
writing. make affidavits and file them, for that he expected to 
be arrested. He then withdrew. 

“*On Monday morning, just before the meeting of Court, 
I went into the clerk’s office and asked Charles M’Namee, the 
deputy-clerk, if Mr. Foley had filed any affidavit in the case. 
He examined the papers, and reported there was none. I then 
directed him to endorse upon the papers that they were by my 
order adjourned unto the Court for its further action. After 
the adjournment of the Court I was informed by a member of 
the bar that at about 11 o’clock that morning Mr. Foley had 
been arrested and placed in the guard-house by order of the 
Provost-Marshal, and he announced his purpose to 
apply for his release. I told him that whatever 
application he had to make must be in writing and 
upon proper affidavits, and that as the whole Court 
was in regular session he must make it to the Court 
in full sitting, and he withdrew to confer with some of his 
brother lawyers upon his course. After dinner I visited my 
brother judge in Georgetown, and, returning home between 
half-past 7 and 8 o’clock, found an armed sentinel stationed at 
my door by order of the Provost-Marshal. I learned that this 
guard had been placed at my door as early as 5 o'clock. 
Armed sentries from that time continuously until now have 
been stationed in front of my house. Thus it appears that a 
military officer, against whom a writ in the appointed form of 
law has issued, first threatened, and afterwards arrested and 
imprisoned the attorney who rightfully served the writ upon 

He continued and still continues in contempt and dis- 
regard of the mandate of the law, and has ignominiously 
placed an armed guard to insult and intimidate by its presence 
the judge who ordered the writ to issue, and still eeps up this 
armed array at his door in defiance and contempt of the justice 
of the land. Under these circumstances, I respectfully request 
the chief justice of the Circuit Court to cause this memo- 
randum to be read in open court to show the reasons for my 
absence from my place upon the bench, and that he will cause 
this paper to be entered at length on the minutes of the Court 
alongside the record of my absence, to show through all time 
why I do not, this 22nd day of October, 1861, appear in my 
accustomed place. 

“*Witttam M. Merrick, Assistant -Judge, 
Circuit Court, D.C.’ 

“ The letter having been read, the Chief Judge Dunlop an- 
nounced that, with the consent of his brother judge, Morsell, 
the desire of Judge Merrick that it be filed would be complied 
with, The writ of habeas corpus having been regularly issued, 
they regarded the case as now before the Court for trial; and 
its progress having been obstructed, the Court must apply the 
lawful remedy. It would, therefore, order a rule to be served 
on General Andrew Porter to show cause why an attachment 
for contempt of Court should not issue against him. 

“ Judge Morsell said that this proceeding was a palpable, 
gross obstruction to the administration of justice, to prevent 
a judge of this court from taking his seat because he issued 
just such a writ as the law requires. 
tinel before Judge Merrick’s house was evidently for the 
purpose of embarrassing him in this particular subject, and to 
prevent his appearance in court. The Court had its sworn 


The placing of a sen- |. 








duty to perform in administering the law, and he (Judge Mor- 
sell) would have the Provost-Marshall satisfy it, both as to the 
writ and the detention. He held that, if martial law is to be 
the guide, the President of the United States should so declare 
by issuing his proclamation. He would not controvert his 
right to do so, but in the meantime the judges must do their 
duty under the law, as they are liable otherwise to be punished. 
He, for one, would do his duty, and vindicate the character of 
the Court as long as he sat upon the bench. ‘Iam an old 
man,’ he said; ‘ my life may be but a day; but while I have 
life I shall be true to the duty before me.’ [Some sensation 
was here manifest among the larger number of members of the 
bar and others present, and was taking expression in rising 
applause, but the Deputy-Marshal, Mr. Phillips, quickly 
checked it.] 

Finally the Court issued the following writ:— 

“ District of Columbia, to wit: The United States of America, 
to Andrew Porter, Provost-Marshall of the District of 
Columbia, greeting :— 

“ It is, this 22nd of October, 1861, ordered by the Circuit 
Court of the District of Columbia that you show cause why 
an attachment of contempt should not be issued against you 
for obstructing the process and course of justice and admi- 
nistration of it in the Circuit Court in the particular case set 
forth in the letter of the Hon. Judge Merrick, hereto annexed, 
on Saturday, the 26th day of October instant, at 10 o’clock 
am, of that day, in said Circuit Court, in the City-hall of the 
city of Washington. 

“ Hereof fail not, as you will answer the contrary at your 


peril. 
“Witness, the Hon, Jaraes Dunlop, Chief Judge of the Cir- 
cuit Court of the District of Columbia. 
“Tssued this 22nd day of October, 1861. 
“ J. A. Smrru, Clerk.” 


“The fact,” adds the paper, “that no actual seizing and 
taking off of the judge had occurred gave rise to the report 
that it was Mrs. Merrick and not the Judge, who was consid- 
ered the offending party. In the cases of ladies generally who 
have become obnoxious, the practice has been, except tem- 
porarily in a few.cases, merely to hold them under arrest as 
prisoners in their own domiciles, with military guards. 

“Tt will be recollected that Judge Merrick lately, in a case 
of habeas corpus in behalf of a young recruit, asserted the 
supremacy of the civil over the military authority to such 
extent as to declare that the military officer had no excuse for 
not obeying the writ, even though his superior officer had so 
commanded, and discharged the recruit as a minor enlisted 
without the consent of his parents, at the same time requiring 
the officer to purge himself of contempt of Court. He has, 
however, in a similar case of a minor, since remanded the re- 
cruit back to his company, as the circumstances indicated that 
the father had prior knowledge of the enlistment and allowed 
it to go on. With regard to Mrs. Merrick, it may be stated 
that her maiden name is Wickliffe, and that she is a sister of 
both Mrs. Senator Yulee, of Florida, and Mrs, Holt, of Ken- 
tucky, the former espousing the cause of the South, and the 
latter the Union. These ladies are all the daughters of the 
Hon. Mr. Wickliffe, of Kentucky, formerly Postmaster- 
General,” 

The judges intend to issue writs, notwithstanding the result 
of the present case, till the President issues a proclamation. 





The President subsequently instructed the United States 
Marshal for this district, in respect to the rule placed in 
his hands by the Circuit Court to be served upon the Provost 
Marshal (General Porter) for his appearance before that court 
not to serve the rule, but to return it to the Coust with the in- 
formation that he (the President) had for the present sus- 
pended the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus in cases 
relating to the military. . 





> 
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OBSERVATIONS ON THE CHURCH COPYHOLDS 
UNDER THE SEE AND CHAPTER OF WOR- 
CESTER. 

The following paper was read by Cartes Prpcock, Esq,, 
Solicitor, Worcester, at the Meeting of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association, at Worcester, in August last. 

The manors belonging to the Church in and about Wor- 
ye are many and important, but chiefly in an agricultural 

istrict. 

The tenure, with few exceptions, is for lives by grants by 
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copy of court roll—under the See of Worcester, by grant for 
one life in possession, and by grant for three lives in rever- 
sion ; and under the Dean and Chapter by grant for two 
lives in possession, and by t for two in reversion ; in the 
former case the possession life is admitted, and the lands are 
stated to be in his actual possession, although such very 
seldom happens, and in the latter case the eldest possession 
life is in like manner admitted. A trust is declared for the 
beneficial owner, his executors, administrators, and assigns, 
so that in intestacy the lands descend to the personal and 
not to the real representatives of the deceased. If the 
beneficial owner is the tenant in possession on the, rolls, his 
widow is entitled to freebench during her widowhood. On 
the death of the possession life a heriot becomes payable 
to the lord, and on the death of the second possession life 
the value of half a heriot is payable to the Dean and 
Chapter. From time immemorial renewals have taken place 
on the death of any of the lives, on payment of certain fines; 
in the manors belonging to the See on payment of three- 
fourths of a year’s improved rent, and in the manors 
belonging to the Dean and Chapter on payment of 
half a year’s improved rent. The lords upon the deaths of 
all the lives in possession and reversion, claim the lands as 
their own, and further, that if all the reversionary lives are 
dead, there being what is technically called an open rever- 
sion, the lords claim the right of filling up the reversion with 
lives of their own nomination, but in the searches made 
no case has been found where these alleged rights have been 
exercised.. 

Before entering more fully into the peculiarity of this 
tenure, it may be interesting to inquire into the origin and 
trace the development of these copyholds, or, as will appear 
hereafter, customary freeholds. ving had occasion to 
make searches in the oldest rolls of several of the manors 
belonging to the Dean and Chapter of Worcester, some of 
which are five centuries old and upwards, I find that, except 
in the case of stallages, fisheries, and ovens, the grants were 
made sibi et suis, according to the custom of the manor. 
About the reign of H . a change took place in the 
tenure, and the same lands which had theretofore been granted 
sibi et suis were granted for lives. The cause of this change 
is difficult to ascertain, but Iam inclined to think that the 
tenants were, from poverty, unable to per the fines of admit- 
tance, and, by arrangement with their lords grants were made 
for lives, and the fines payable on renewals were reduced in 
amount, Similar changes were attempted in manors belong- 
ing to laymen, but being resisted were not carried into effect. 
It must, however, be evident that grants for lives are more 
profitable to the lords than grants in fee, because the fines 
are more frequent, although perhaps not so large in amount. 
From old cases it appears that a lord can t lands for a 
less estate than he has been accustomed to do, and that such 
custom is good. Thus a lord who has heretofore granted lands 
sibt et suis may grant for lives or for years, but, on the 
other hand, a lord who has ted lands for lives or for 
years cannot grant in fee. Other cases have decided that 
when such changes have taken place, the lord or tenant, 
within reasonable time yen y 6 ges in one case was named), 
can return to the form of their original grants. 

But to return to the subject matter before us; when the 
change in the grant was first effected no trust appeared on 
the grants. The beneficial owner was generally the tenant 
in possession, and the lives in reversion were persons nomi- 
nated by him, so that in case of a sale of lands or other 
change of ownership the lord substituted new for the then 
existing lives, and a fine was paid to the lord according to the 
difference in the ages of the old and new lives. ain, the 

ts were at first different in the number of the lives. 

e — were for three lives and some for two lives, but 
erally speaking the grants were for four lives. In the 
inning of the 18th century the grants became more clearly 
defined, and trusts were declared for the beneficial owner, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns. ‘The bishop and 
dean and chapter of Worcester from the first origin of grants 
for lives have always renewed upon payment of the usual 
fines, and the right of the tenant to renew was never called 
in boy vg until the episcopal and chapter manors came 
under the contro], of the Church Estates Commissioners. 

Several Acts of Parliament have passed authorising the 
enfranchisement of copyhold lands (the Copyhold Act, 1841, 
4 & 5 Vict. c. 35, and subsequent Acts), and ecclesiastical 
corporations have been empowered’ by that and other acts 
to enfranchise lands held under them by copy of court roll 
with the consent of the Church Estates Conmcudadiosiees. 





Under the Copyhold Act of 1841, several copyhold estates for 
lives were enfranchised; but by the Copyhold Act of 1852 
(sect. 48) it was provided that “ nothing in that Act should be 
held or construed to extend to any copyhold lands held for a 
life or lives or for years where the tenant thereof had nota 
right of renewal.” As the right of renewal of copyholds for 
lives had been called in question the Church Estates Commis- 
sioners would not allow ecclesiastical bodies to enfranchise 
their lands, which refusal, as might be supposed, materially 
lessened the value of lands of this tenure. 

In the year 1854 an association was formed in Worcester 
called the “Copyholders’ Protective Association,” of 
which Mr. H. ‘Wolunn, of Great Hampton, near Evesham, 
formerly a solicitor of large practice at Evesham, was 
chosen chairman ; and as it was thought advisable that the 
question whether a copyholder for lives had a right to renew 
on the dropping of a life or lives or not should be de- 
cided by a legal tribunal, a clause was inserted in the 
17 & 18 Vict. c. 116, s. 5, whereby any copyholder might 
try his right to renew by means of a feigned issue, and the 
judge was authorised to grant a special case. An action 
was accordingly brought by a gentleman holding lands 
under the manor of Shipton-on-Stour, Worcestershire, for 
two lives in possession and two lives in reversion. It was 
nec to search the court rollsand have transcripts 
made The old rolls, to the ——— of the 17th century, 
were strictly in the form of rolls, and written on parchment 
in the Latin tongue, but much defaced, and many 
were lost. The search confirmed the remarks already 
made; and on a closer investigation the grants (except during 
a few years in the reign of Henry VIII.) were made accord- 
ing to the custom of the manor. An important question, 
therefore, arose, whether those copyholds were not customary 
freeholds and not pure or base copyholds. To understand 
this question more fully it is necessary to go back to the first 
introduction of tenures. The lord was formerly paramount; 
his will was law, and all his dependents were villains or 
of the lowest degree; they perfcrmed all menial offices and 
waited on the lord’s n, and in return received grants of 
tenements from time to time to be held at his will, so that the 
lord could turn them out of their tenancy and deprive them 
of their lands without cause or reason. In process of time 
a custom sprung up whereby the tenant held at the will of 
the lord according to the custom of the manor, so that the 
custom governed the lord’s will; and if the tenant performed 
his services, paid his rents, &c., he could not be deprived of 
his holding. There was, however, another species of villains, 
called the villain sockmen who held their lands not at the 
will of the lord but according to the custom of the manor; 
they were of a superior grade, and their services were certain 
holding by military service or by fealty only, or grant and 
fealty. These privileged persons were ascriptitions to the 
soil, so that they could not be removed from their estates 

ided they performed their services and paid their rents. 

ir William Blackstone, in his interesting treatise on consi- 
derations on the question whether tenants by copy of court 
roll according to the custom of the manor though not at the 
will of the lord, are freeholders qualified to vote in elections 
for knights of the shire, observes that these tenures are of 
the same nature with Bracton’s villain socage, being chiefly 
found in ancient demesne. As the tenants in Shi 
Manor held according to the custom and not at the will of 
the lords, the tenure was not base or pure copyhold but of 
the nature of customary freeholds, and as the tenants had 
originally a fixedness of tenure, I conceive that the change 
in the form of the grants from sibi et suis to lives, did not 
deprive the tenants of the privilege they originally enjoyed. 
To establish a right of renewal, however, in copyholds for 
lives, there must be, first, a party clearly pointed out who is 
to renew; 2ndly, the copyholds must have been renewed 
time out of mind ; and 3rdly, the fines must be certain, as a 
specified sum of money,or relatively certain, as a re 
improved rent, or the like. The party to renew is c ly 
pointed out in the grants (viz.,) “the beneficial owner,’ 
the grants, notwithstanding they were formerly sibi et suis 
have been renewed from their first origin, which I conceive, 
would be equivalent to “from time immemorial,” as the 
custom to change grants from sibi et suis to lives is a good 
custom. Yet to make the case complete it was necessary to 
prove that the fines were certain or relatively certain. 
Certain they were not, as they varied in amount; and al- 
though I contended that they were relatively certain, it was, 
I admit, difficult to prove, nay, the fines did of necessity vary, 
as the estate increased or in value, either from 
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improved cultivation, the value of corn, or other causes; 
still, I am of opinion, that had the cause been judicially 
decided, the result would have been in favour of the copy- 
holder, and would have established his right of renewal. 
The cause coming on for trial was turned into a special 
case, but the action was subsequently compromised. The 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, in whom the manors belong- 
ing to the See andChapter are now vested, will, I am happy 


to say, enfranchise the estates held under them by copy of 


court roll, so that the question of renewal is not of so much 
consequence now, as it was when the action was commenced. 


> 
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LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 


The first general meeting of the nineteenth session of this 
society was held on Monday evening. The Solicitor-General 
in the Chair. 

The Secretary (Mr. G. Harry Palmer) read the address 
from the Council, which stated that several of the measures 
which became law during last session of Parliament were of 
the highest importance, and that so happy a result was in some 
measure due to the exertions of this society. Notwithstanding 
the time necessarily consumed in the discussion of a bold 
scheme of finance, embracing within its purview a commercial 
treaty of great importance, it may be accepted as a proof of the 
sincerity and zeal of the present Parliament, that no less than 
134 public and 249 private Acts were passed last session, 
Among those noticed in the address were the Consolidation 
Acts, the Statute Law Revision Act, the Bankruptcy Act, and 
the two Acts on the subject of domicil. The Consolidation Acts 
and the Statute Law Revision Act having for their common object 
the simplification of the written law, had for many years been 
anxiously expected. It had been long ago urged by this society 
that an expurgation of the statutes was the condition precedent 
to any satisfactory consolidation, Having adopted this method 
the commissioners have swept away a mass of enactments 
which lay forgotten in the nooks and corners of the statute 
law. The Council had pleasure in stating that the work of 
consolidation, although not yet finished, was hitherto well 
done; the House of Commons having adopted the wise policy 
of reposing confidence in the skill and judgment of the commis- 
sioners. ‘There appeared to be no reason why several consoli- 
dation Acts should not be passed each session. A General 
Punishment Act and a General Procedure Act would be a 
most welcome supplement to those already passed. The con- 
solidation of mercantile law and real property law also deserves 
the early attention of Parliament. The Bankruptcy Bill, having 
been so thoroughly canvassed in this society, a cursory refer- 
ence to that Act would then be sufficient. A large and in- 
fiuential party felt disappointed when the Bill was returned from 
the Lords shorn of those provisions which, as they thought, 
were of cardinal importance, and formed the first condition of 
its efficiency. Public opinion being so evenly balanced, a com- 
promise was , as being a better alternative than the 
total failure of legislation. The address further stated that 
until last session there was not a single enactment on the sub- 
ject of domicil within the wide domain of the statute book. 
In 1858 three measures, more comprehensive than those which 
passed last session, were introduced into Parliament, but did 
not arrive at maturity. By the provisions of the Bill intro- 
duced by Lord Kingsdown, the English law of domicil, as 
regards wills of personalty by British subjects, would be placed 
on a comprehensive basis. The other act has a wider 
application. Certain forms and observances are enunciated in 
the clauses of that Act which, if duly observed, will be 
accepted as incontrovertible proofs of having acquired a domi- 
cil. The Act applies not only to the wills and domicils of 
British subjects dying whilst resident abroad, but to the wills 
and domicils of foreign subjects dying whilst resident in her 
Majesty’s dominions. 

The Council felt disappointed at the miscarriage of the 
Trade Marks Bill, and hoped that the subject will not be 
allowed to rest until settled by the Legislature. With regard 
to the transfer of land, the address went on to say, that the 
necessity for facilitating the sale and mortgage of real estate 
remained as urgent as ever. And it seems impossible that the 
report of the Registration of Title Commissioners, which had 
taken so deep a root in the minds of our most intelligent men 
of business, whether lawyers or not, could remain very long un- 
productive, The present Lord Chancellor is known to be 
favourable to. the principle of the registration of title, as 
that alone on which the transfer of land can be efficiently im- 
proved. It had appeared to this society that no relief could be 


insured so long as a purchaser had thrown upon him the in- 
vestigation of the title. The transfer of land will continue to 
receive that attention from the Law Amendment Society which 
it has already received until the object of the society is 
carried out by the Legislature. The law of patents has been 
lately discussed with great ability in the columns of the 
public press, and judging from the interest elicited by that dis- 
cussion, the Council considered that the subject was fast 
ripening for legislation. The Patent Office was flooded with 
business, and the tide appeared to flow stronger and stronger 
every year. In 1858 there were 3,000 applications for provisional 
protection, of which 2,000 obtained the great seal. During 
285 years previous to 1852, patents taken out amounted only 
to 14,359, that is, about one patent per week. Between 1852 
and 1858 they averaged 60 per week. In 1860 there were 
3,196 applications for provisional protection of inventions. 
The number of patents actually passed was 2,061. In the re- 
maining 1,135 the applicants did not proceed with their appli- 
cations within six months. The first 4,000 under the new 
system were granted in 1852-4, all for fourteen years, but liable 
to become void, unless a stamp duty of £50 were paid at the 
end of three years, and another of £150 at the end of seven 
years; and of the 4,000 only 1,186 paid the £50 duty at the 
end of the third year, and only 390 the £100 duty at the end 
of the seventh year, so that nearly 90 per cent. were allowed 
to become void by the end of the seventh year. Still the 
stamp duty last year amounted to £10,800. Fees to the At- 
torney and Solicitor-General and clerks were £9,621. The 
fees have annually produced a surplus which has now accumu- 
lated to £92,000. Ten years ago a committee appointed by 
this society brought up a valuable report on the subject of 
patents, but since that time, great advances having been made, 
and new plans having developed, the Council recommended 
that the subject be forthwith re-considered by a committee of 
this society. The address concluded with a strong reeommen- 
dation that no effort should be spared by this society to urge 
upon the Legislature the subject of a minister of justice, or a 
department for the administration of the affairs of justice. 
There is work to be done, and men with energy and genius 
more than sufficient to accomplish it, but our legislative efforts 
are often abortive, through the awkward and clumsy mechanism 
of our present system. Chiefly, if not altogether owing to this, 
a vast amount of power is wasted in unavailing efforts; schemes 
of great value are doomed to oblivion; and good measures be- 
come entangled in the web of effete laws. During the first 
years after the passing of an Act of Parliament, courts of 
justice are occupied in the costly work of solving its 
ambiguities, and giving some intelligible construction to 
its conflicting clauses. The sovereign remedy for this 
mischief is the appointment of some funetionary to prepare 
measures before their introduction into Parliament, and to 
give general assistance in the framing of laws. Besides the 
legislative assistance which might thus be rendered, a great 
amount of administrative work might also be performed. That 
the business of administration cannot be efficiently done by a 
numerous assembly has been recognised in this country in the 
appointment of ministers of state. The finances of the nation 
are in the hands of the Treasury, the interests of trade are 
protected by a special board, the affairs of the poor, of educa- 
tion, and of war, &¢., are directed by ministers who preside 
respectively over those departments; and sound reason would 
seem to indicate that the affairs of justice should not form an 
exception to so useful an arrangement. At present, cognate 
duties instead of being grouped together, are capriciously 
assigned to different state officers; one section of the mage 
tracy is under the superintendence of the Lord Chancellor, 
another under that of the Home Secretary ; the latter, whose 
qualifications for office consist in a minute and accurate know- 
ledge of the social habits and condition of the people, and 
practical skill in the management of their affairs, is 0} 

hampered with duties altogether of a judicial character. The 
report to which allusion had been made, recommended the 
appointment of a minister of justice, while others with much 
ability had argued in favour of a department for the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of justice. The subject had been advo- 
cated in a long and eloquent address by Mr. Napier, the late 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland, at the recent congress of the Social 
Science Association. ‘The present Lord Chancellor, and emi- 
nent statesman in both Hous:s of Parliament, had declared 
themselves in favour of the proposed change. Under such 
favourable auspices, the Council hope that some well matured 
scheme will soon be laid before Parliament, and receive the 





sanction of the legislature, 
\ The CuiarRMAN rose and said he believed it was customary 
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tor the person occupying the position which he had the honour 
to fill at that meeting to address a few words to the society 
after the reading of the report. They would observe that the 
report referred, not only to what had been effected in the way 
of law reform, but also to those matters to which law reformers 
should still direct their attention. Indeed it was to the latter 
point the observations of the Council were mainly directed— 

** Nil actum reputans dum quid superesset agendum.” 
However, if they looked back during a short period, they 
would find that very valuable results had been obtained within 
the time of the society’s operations. He might refer to the 
establishment of the county courts, which he had always con- 
sidered to be one of the greatest practical law reforms of the 
present day; because, if there was any duty of a Government 
more paramount than another, it was that of bringing justice 
home to the doors of all. That could not be said to have been 
done in this country till the county courts were in operation. 
Then there were the numerous bills consequent on the labours 
of the common law commissioners, by which proceedings at 
common law had been much simplified. Again, there were the 
Acts for the reform of the Court of Chancery. As a result of 
these, it was now no uncommon occurrence to find a chancery 
suit, involving no small amount of property, begun and finished 
within the same year, and that at an expense which was very 
small as compared with the cost of a chancery suit in former 
times. Reforms had been effected in testamentary and 
matrimonial jurisdiction and in the laws relating to private 
estates, so that it was impossible not to feel that there was at 
present a different state of law in this country from that 
which existed thirty years ago. He was, however, very far 
from saying that much more did not remain to be done. 
On the contrary, he thought that every one must be 
struck with the fact that almost the whole of the re- 
forms to which he had referred were in the depart- 
ment of procedure and did not touch the substance 
of the law. That might be said of almost the whole of them. 
There could be no doubt that a good, cheap, and easily acces- 
sible procedure was of the utmost importance, and that the 
best law would be nothing without it; but, on the other hand, 
it was equally true that, if the law itself was bad, the best 
form of procedure would fail to make it satisfactory. He 
thought that the time was come when, perhaps, a greater 
amount of attention might, with advantage, be devoted to the 
substantive defects in the law itself than had hitherto been 
given to that important branch of law reform. With refer- 
ence to the transfer of land there seemed to be but little differ- 
ence on this point—that it was highly desirable that there 
should be a simplification of the existing system; but he was 
afraid that there was a disposition on the part of some persons 
to shut their eyes to the inherent difficulties in the way of es- 
tablishing a perfectly satisfactory one. He believed that among 
lawyers there was a desire to do away with the risk, uncer- 
tainty, and hazard of conveyancing; but they did not wish the 
value of property to be diminished, or that anything should be 
done which should make property of less use to owners. Any-' 
thing which tied up the ownership of property and the dominion 
over it would not be acceptable to owners, and he doubted 
much whether it would conduce to the prosperity of the coun- 
try generally; but any measure which, while preserving the 
present advantages of owners in respect of alienation and set- 
tlement, would simplify the title, would be hailed as a great 
improvement. Whether the Government under which he had 
the honour to serve would produce a Bill next session to effect 
those objects he knew not, but he assured the socicty that he 
should be very happy to aid in promoting such a measure, On the 
subject of patents, assuming that they were not to be abolished 
altogether, he would observe that considerable improvement 
might be effected on the present system. If there were 
nothing in the nature of a new discovery or invention, cithes 
of a new principle or process, or no result differing in kind or 

nature from any that was known before, he thought the matter 
ought not to be the subject of a patent. The suggestion of 
whatever was a necessary consequence of the knowledge which 
mankind in common already ought not, he thought, 
to be considered a new discovery or invention. He would not 
mention any particular cases of such suggestions that had come 
before him in his official capacity; but let tiem suppose the 
case of a man applying for a patent for making a table out of 
some sort of wood that had not been used for the manufacture 
of tables before. As it was evident from the knowledge common 
to mankind that tables could be made out of wood, why should 
that man have a patent? Or, ifa man applied for a patent for 
zinc and mahogany, instead of iron and mahogany, > 
ought to have a patent ? Such things were frivolous; they were 


primé facie and obviously, appeared 





merely enchroachments on what was a public right and the 
property of mankind; and he thought that they might with 
advantage be excluded from that class of inventions or discov- 
eries for which patents should be granted. There was another 
measure which might be adopted. The law officer or other 
persen whose duty it was to see patents pass their earlier stage 
might be entrusted with the power of rejecting whatever he 
considered frivolous, the person applying for the patent 
having the right of appeal to the Patent Commissioners or some 
other tribunal. As regarded the suggestion which he under- 
stood to have been made at the Social Science Conference— 
that, at the outset, there should be an investigation in the 
novelty or usefulness of the alleged invention—he did not think 
that would be practicable, for the person before whom the ap- 
plication was to come should not be expected to carry in his 
mind all the inventions that had hitherto been put forward; 
but, undoubtedly, they might give the first authogity more 
power than he at present possessed, by enabling him to dis- 
criminate between manifestly useful inventions and those which, 
to be frivolous and bad. 
The subject of 2 Department of Justice was a highly impor- 
tant one, and he should be happy to make himself acquainted 
with the propositions on that point which had been put for- 
ward by members of the society. 

A discussion then took place on the various topics referred 
to in the report, and by the Chairman in his observations; 
after which the motion for receiving and printing the report 
was agreed to. 

A vote of thanks to the Solicitor-General terminated the 


proceedings, 
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Law Students’ Fournal. 
EXAMINATION AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 





MicHaELMAs TERM, 1861. 

The examinaticn of articled clerks was held at the Hall of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, on the 
13th and 14th inst. The number of candidates who attended 
was 104, 

The ex s were—Master Templer, of the Court of Ex- 
chequer, Mr. Lake, Mr. Bolton, Mr. Stephens, and Mr. Law- 
rance. 

Master TemPuer presided, and addressed the candidates 
as follows :— 

“Gentlemen,—It is a subject of congratulation that you 
have arrived thus far in the journey of your profession; periods 
of probation are always trying, and I trust that you may all 
have so far mastered what is necessary to pass this examina- 
tion, that the period of probation may now be regarded as 
past and gone. I for one, and I am glad of the opportunity to 
express it, abhor all cramming, and I hold very cheaply the 
system of competitive examination, which is now-a-days begun 
almost in the nursrey, and thought so highly of in some quar- 
ters asa test. It is not to be expected, without inverting the 
natural order of things, that a youth of twenty or twenty-one 
should have exhausted those stores of learning which Coke 
speaks of as requiring not less than the ‘/ucubrationes vigints 
annorum,’ and those twenty years would begin at that period 
of life on which most of you are now but entering. In this 
view, the papers before you have been prepared, and our aim, 
as examiners, has been to set such questions as will prove you 
to possess the elements of a liberal education, and that you 
have so far acquired the principles of common law, equity, con- 
veyancing, criminal law, and bankruptoy, that you are enti- 
tled to enter upon the practice of Lp ese: mw Fo 

ompli hat experience whic me aJone 
— ? 5 spam | = ches + por other qualifications which no 
examinations can reach, but which constitute the highest re- 
quisites of the honourable profession to which veu aspire. 
mean those qualities of heart and feeling «at constitute the 
gentleman; and you will find that x profession will demand 
from you their highest exercise [he dearest interests of your 
clients, their fortunes, their honour, nay, even their life, may 
be in your hands, and you must show yourselves worthy of the 
confidence that is thus reposed in you by the constant exercise 
of the strictest good faita, which should fit you as a habit, in 
all that relates to your 2lients’ interests. Fe need not thigh 

ou of men who, beginring as attorneys, have attained to 
bor ere the state. Ihe portrait of Lord Chancellor Truro 
hangs before you on thyse walls. I had the privilege of know- 
ing him personally. dis example may well stimulate your 
ambition, and animateyour exertion, for never man won high 





eoneualy 
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place with more unremitting labour than he did; not, how- 
ever, at the expense of his childhood or his youth; not by the 
sacrifice of everything else for mere mental culture; but by 
the full-grown energies, by the vigour and the power of the 
man, for he was between thirty and forty years of age before 
he was called to the bar. Gentlemen, I will not detain you 
further, and remember, study the questions well before you 
begin to write on them, and then let your answers be pointed 
and concise, rather than diffuse and wordy. You will now 
proceed with your papers, and I trust with such success that 
while to some we may award honours, there may be no failure 
to any.” 


QUESTIONS FOR THE EXAMINATION. 
I. PRELIMINARY. 


1. Where, and with whom, did you serve your clerkship? 

2. State the particular branch or branches of the law to 
aig you have principally applied yourself during your clerk- 
ship. 

3. Mention some of the principal law books which you have 
read and studied. 

4. Have you attended any, and what, law lectures. 

II. Common anp Srature Law AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 

5. State the names of the superior courts of law at West- 
minster and shortly define their several jurisdictions. 

6. State the different steps that are taken by a plaintiff in a 
common law action, in an ordinary case, from writ of sum- 
mons to judgment inclusive. 

7. Within what time after the service of the writ, must the 
appearance by the defendant ordinarily be entered, and what 
is the difference if the defendant be sued upon a bill of exchange 
or promissory note under the Bills of Exchange Act? 

8. What is a bill of exchange, and state the relations of 
ag and indorsee, acceptor and holder, as amongst each 
other. 

9. In a written contract, not under seal, is it necessary that 
he consideration be stated on the face of the contract. Are 
there exceptions, and if so, what are they. 

10. What is a guarantee? Explain its effect, and what is 
necessary in point of form to make it valid? 

11. Explain the distinction between local and transitory 
actions, and what is the meaning of the technical word “ venue.” 
; 4 yn is the proper remedy at common law to recover 
ands 

13. What constitutes the issue in an action of ejectment ? 

14. If a debtor reside out of the jurisdiction, state the steps 
that must be taken to get judgment against him. 

15. What is meant by the term privity of contract, and in 
what cases may the assignee of the lessor sue the assignee of 
the lessee ? 

16. What is the limitation of time within which an action 
must be brought to recover a debt on simple contract, and 
what on a speciality, or a contract under seal ? 

17. In the case of an assignment of a mortgage, can the 
assignee of the mortgagee, in his own name, sue the mortgagor 
at common law ? 

18. What is the meaning of the maxim “ actio personalis 
moritur cum personf,” has the effect of this maxim been 
meeany eree by statute, and if so, by what statute ? 

19 at are the usual quarter days of the year? How isa 
tenancy from year to year determined on either side. 

; IIL. Conveyancine. 

20. Within what period must an estate vest when limited 
by way of future use ur executory devise? 

21. What are the chief alterations in the law of descent 
effected by the 3rd and 4th William IV., Cap. 106 ? 

22. An estate is limited to A fix Mie, with the nomnindnn to 
Srst and other sons of B in tail, with remainder to C in fee. A 
dies ieuvieg B and C surviving, but B being unmarried to 
whom does the este devolve ? 

23. Land is devised w guch uses as A, who is a married 
woman, should appoint, and 1. default to her in fee. Cana 
good title be made without the concureace of the husband, and 
what further is necessary to complete the conveyance ? 

24. A man has one son B and two daughters. B purchases 
an estate in fee and dies intestate and without issue, leaving 
END G81b Sees ae What becomes of 


estate? 
25. What is meant by voluntary setlement, and when can 
it be > tie iam mamcamntaes wae consideration 


Bk pembasesel-cn ectain ten too Vaile: dion tetettnte, 





leaving two daughters. One daughter then dies leaving a son 
To what portion of the estate is this son entitled? 

27. When a condition is annexed to a grant of an estate in 
fee simple, what is the result of the breach of the condition— 
lst when it is precedent, 2nd when it is subsequent? 

28. Distinguish between dower and jointure, and say to what 
extent has a widow's right to dower been affected by the 3rd 
and 4th William IV., Cap 105. 

29. A purchaser buys an estate free from incumbrances, and 
it tarns out on his investigating the title that there is a rent 
charge due to a jointress upon it, How is the defect to be 
remedied so as to make a title to an unwilling purchaser? 

30. A testator gives an annuity, and directs a sufficient 
principal sum to be appropriated by his executors wherewith to 
purchase the annuity, but the intended annuitant demands the 
principal of the executors, claiming an option to do so. Can 
this demand be resisted? and if not, what precaution should be 
taken in the will to prevent the possibility of this occurring? 

31, An annuity of £60 a year was bequeathed by a testator 
to his son F out of a certain stock, and the annuity was 
not to be sold until after F and his wife's death, nor until F’s son 
should attain 21,—was the annuity so given limited to F's life 
or did he take a perpetual annuity by the bequest? Give the 
reason for your answer. 

32. What alterations have been made in the law in the last 
session of Parliament affecting the execution of wills by 
English subjects in foreign countries. : 

33. In conditions of sale of estates, it nigel wig + ese 
if from any cause whatsoever the completion should be delayed 
after the day named, the purchaser is to pay interest from 
that time, until the day of completing the sale. Can this con- 
dition be enforced without qualification? and why not? 

34. A and B are joint tenants in fee. A devises all his real 
estate and dies before B, is the joint estate severed by the 
devise? 

IV. Equiry anp Practice or tHE Courts. 

35. In what description of cases will the Court of Chancery 
interfere by injunction, and how is an injunction obtained? 

36. What steps is it necessary to take in order to place a 
person of unsound mind under the protection of the Lord 
Chancellor, and to obtain the appointment. of a committee of 
his person and estate? : 

37. Has the committee of a lunatic power to sell the real 
estate of the lunatic in any and what cases? 

38. One of a firm of solicitors is appointed with others trustee 
under an instrument which contains no power enabling him to 
charge for his services as solicitor. Will a court of equity 
allow to him or his firm in any and what cases tomake any 
and what professional charges? Refer to any recent decisions 
on this subject. te 

39. Specify the nature and object of the writ of distringas. 
By whom can it be obtained, and how? 

40. What is meant by a wife’s equity to a settlement? In 
what cases does it arise, and to what extent is it enforced by 
court of equity against the husband or those claiming under 
him? 


41. Specify the various modes of commencing proceedings 
in equity and state to what description of cages each mode is 
specially applicable. 

42, Can a person under 21 at any and what age execute a 
binding settlement of real estate in contemplation of marriage? 
If so, state how this can be done. 

43, Under what circumstances will a court of equity refuse 
to decree specific performance of a contract for sale of real 


estate? 

44. Specify shortly the successive steps in a suit in equity 
commeneed by bill from the filing of the bill to the decree. 

45. Specify how @ party to a suit can enforce obedience to 
an order of a court of equity for payment of money. 

46. What time is allowed to a defendant to put in his answer 
to a bill in equity, and within what time is the answer to be 
considered sufficient. 

47. In what cases will a plaintiff be ordered to give security 
for costs, and at what stage of the proceedings? 

48. State shortly the peculiar distinction between the juris- 
diction of courts of equity and that of courts of law. 

49. In what cases will a court of equity enforce a dissolution 
of partnership? 

V. BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE oF THE CouRTS. 

50. What are the statutes now in operation ing bank- 


rupts? 
51. State what persons are subject to the Bankruptcy Act 
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52, Name some of the principal Acts of Bankruptcy which 
may be by a Trader. 

53. Also those ph capttonble to Non-Traders. 

54. State some of the Acts of bankruptcy which are equally 
applicable to all debtors, whether traders or not. 

55. How ma: a eS whether trader or not, obtain adju- 
dication of bankruptcy against himself ? 

56. What are the requisites to ar an adjudication of 
bankruptcy at the instance of a creditor? 

57, Can a peer, or member of the Commons House of Par- 
liesnens be made bankrupt, and if so, how is adjudication ob- 
taine 

58. In what cases have the county courts jurisdiction in 
matters of bankruptcy? 

59. Give some account of the conditions upon which trust 
deeds for benefit of creditors, composition and inspectorship 
reg executed by a debtor, are valid under the Bankruptcy 

ct, 1861. 

60. What is the extent of the landlord’s — against the 
estate of the bankrupt for rent, or proportionate part of rent, 
under the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849, and the 
Bank Act, 1861. 

61. en is a settlement made by a bankrupt before bank- 
ruptcy void as against his creditors, and what jurisdiction has 
the Court of Bankruptcy in respect thereof? 

62. Give some account of the law of order and disposition 
under the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849. 

63. State some of the rules to be observed by the Court in 
granting or withholding orders of discharge under the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1861. 

64. State the effect of the order of discharge when obtained. 
‘VI. Crmunat Law aNp PRocERDINGS BEFORE Macis- 
TRATES. 

65. Tame the principal court of criminal jurisdiction in 


66, Can criminal cases be removed into this Court from an 
inferior court, and by what proceeding? 

67. Explain the distinction between an indictment and a 
criminal information, 

68. How is a criminal information applied for, and where is 
it Sent 

5 so rm what authority do the judges try criminals at the 
assizes 

70. How is the Court of General Quarter Sessions consti- 
teegnaeen Ay seams of what authority do those who preside 


act? 

71. State how a m charged with felony or other crime 

is prosecuted to trial and conviction at the Assizes or General 

Sessions. 

72. Can an accessory, before the fact, be tried and cenvicted 

if ¥ oes ipal had been acquitted or has not been brought to 
tria 

73, SNE eR ENE eee EY 


an accessory? 

74. Can an accessory, after the fact, be so proceeded against 
and convicted? 

, be What acts are requisite to constitute the crime of Burg- 
ary 

76. Can a person be convicted of perjury on the evidence of 
one witness? State the reason. 

77. What constitutes a public nuisance, as distinguished 
from a private grievance, and how is punishment and redress 
obtained? 

78. What is the offence of maintenance? 

79. State one or two cases where the Act is justifiable. 





LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 1861-62, 


Mr. Witt1am Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile 
Law, Monday, November 18. 

Mr. THomas Henry Happan, on Equity, Friday, 
November 22. 


ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 
Michaelmas Term, 1861. 

The Master of the Rolls oes cepyaies Monday, the 25th 
day of November, 1861, at the Court, Chancery-lane, at 
four in the afternoon, for swearing solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn on the above day 
must leave his common law admission or his certificate of 
practice for the current year at the Secretary’s Office, Rells- 
tote: -lane, on or before Saturday, the 23rd of Novem- 


} The papers of those gentlemen who, cannot be admitted at 
common law till the last day of term will be received at the 
Secretary’s Office up to 12 o'clock on that day, after which 
time no papers can be received. 
ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 

The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench:— 
Saturday, 23rd November, | Monday, 26th November, 


aif 
— 


Central Criminal Court. 


The following days have been appointed for holding the Sittings for the 
ensuing years :— 





1861, 

Monday....... eosee Nov. 25 | Monday ..cocccese Dec. 16 
1862. 

Monday.......0.. -Jan. 6 Monday......-0006 Jane 6 

9 ete eeeeeres Jan. 27 mt eeeee "we . July 7 

@  Cewcccevtece 2 : | seessvesgeen Aug. & 

3 sano. 12 $ iia © 

——<— 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths 

BIRTHS. 


BAKER—On Nov. 11, at 2, Bloomsbury-place. the wife of Charles John, 
Baker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

HAYLLAR—On Nov. 4, at 5, Eamont-terrace, Bridge-rd, St. John’s- 
wood, the wife of Thomas Child Hayllar, Esq., r-at-Law, ofa. 


son. 
KEENE—On Nov. 10, the wife of Thomas Keene, Esq., of 77, Lower 
yaw Solicitor, of a daughter. 
YNER—On Nov. 9, at Ings-grove, seen, see Renan Se 
“a Robert L. , Esq., of a son, still 
WEBSTER—On Hh, the wife of John “Frederick Webster, Ea, Soli- 
citor, 7, Serjeant’: s-inn, Fleet-street, of a 
nian 


CHURCH—EALES—On Nov. 9, Adolphus Edgar Church, £sq., of Col- 
chester, Solicitor, to Mary Elizabeth, daughter of the late B. D. 0. Eales, 
of Calcutta. 


BRSRINE CATES On Sept. 26, at Malligoum, Bombay 


eorge Elphinstone st Bombay Lancers, son 
oth iat Capit Gorge ith i raking of the ame _—. 
Blanche, daughter of George Cates, Esq., of 


DEATHS. 
AYTOUN—On Nov. 9, * Edinburgh, Mrs. Ivan Keir, relict of Roger 


Esq., Director of Chancery, 
sit Hon Nov. 7,in his 75th year, George Smith, Esq., Solicitor, Pen- 
dleton, near Manchester. 


a 


Ronton Gazettes. 


Protessional Partnerships Disselbved. 
Turspay, Nov. 13, 1861. 

Hotnanp, Toomas, Frep, Maze Grecosy, & J. H. Waatter, Malvern 
and Upton-upon-Severn, Worcestershire, Attorneys and Solicitors. Nov, 
2. By mutual consent. 

GH indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faupay, Nov. 8, 1861. 
UNuimrrep mv CHANCERY. 

Disraict Savines Banx Luarep.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Nov. 5, will be heard before V. C. Wood on Nov. 16. Sol. C. H. 
Edmands, 1 New-inn, Strand. 

ENGLIsH AND Inisu CHURCH AND Untversery Assunance Society —Order 
to wind up, Nov.4. V.C. Wood. 

Natiowal AssURANCE AND InvEsTMENT AssociaTion.— Petition for wind- 


Another petition, presented Nov. Lo = 
the Rolls on Nov. 16. Sols. 
st, London. V.C. Wood will, on Yow. iy at Os 
manager or official of the society. 
buildings, London, and e-st, Lincoln 
han baae teneine) teeta 
chambers on Dec. 5, at 1, for appointing creditors’ 
Liurrep in BankRuprtcr. 
CarpiFF aRD CaERPHILLY Ison Company Lixrrep.—Com. Fonblangne 
will proceed, on Nov. 25, at 11, at Basinghall-st, to make a call upan 
contributories for £5 and £2. 
TARANAKI Stet Inon Company Lunrep.— Petition to wind up, presented 
Nov. 4, will be heard before Com. Evans on Noy. 29, at 11. 
TorspaY, Nov. 12, 1861, 
UNLIMErsD IN CHANCERY. 

Brirish Provipent Lire anp Fing Assugance Soctetr.—V. RR ome | 
ottigsety. 27 and 28 at 1, to settle the list of ) 
Meraxin’s Joint ee ee will 

proceed, on Nov. 22, at 1, to settle the list of 


yb od 
to meet at V.C. Wood's 
” representative. 








ci dara Gn SSN 


ray, Son, & Hutchins, 11, Birchin-lane, 
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Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farway, Nov. 8, 1861. 
Beprorp, Cuares, Worcester, Gent. Jan. 1. Sol. Bedford, Worcester. 
Broapuurst, Joun, Foston, Derbyshire, and Richmond, Surrey, Esq. Jan. 
10. Sols. Brundrett, Randall, & Martin, 10 King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 
Brooxsouse, Josern, Leicester, Esq. Feb. 1. Sols. R. & G. Toller, 
Wickliffe-street, Leicester. 
CuapMan, Josepu, Holton, Oxfordshire, Carman. Dec. 1. Sols. T. & G. 
Mallam, 126, High-st, Oxford. 
FarMeEn, Wri, 21, Great College-st, Camden Town. Middlesex, Car- 
man. a 8. Sols. Howard, Halse, & Trustram, 66 Paternoster-row, 
Joun, Sten, Penlau, Lianrhidian, hese Farmer. Jan. 1. 
Ann John, R. B. Christopher, Pi » Executrix aid 
Executor. 
Keteat, Mrs. Mary, Songhurst Cottage, Wandsworth-rd, Surrey, Widow. 
Sols, Budd & Son, 33, Bedford-row, London. 
Lancashire, Linen Draper. Dec. 10, Sol. Haworth, 





y: 
——- Hon. —o Belgrave-terrace, Brighton, and ene | 
of Connaught-pl, ores Middlesex. Jan. 1. Sols. Young & 
Jacksons, 12, Essex-st, Strand. 

NEwnuam, "Tuomas, 24, Chapel-street, Grosvenor-square, Middlesex, Esq. 
Jan.15. Sol. Howard, 3 Angel-ct, Throgmorton-st. 

Row.anp, ALEXANDER, 20, Hatton-garden, Holborn, Middlesex, and 
Rosenthal, Lewisham, Kent, Perfumer. Jan. 10. Sol. Letts, 8 Bart- 
lett’s-bldgs. London. 

Watsnaw, Ricwarp, Ossett, Yorkshire, Yeoman. Feb. 6. E. Fearnley, 
a Bradford, Yeoman, and T. Watson, Scarborough, Builder, 

xecutors. 





Feb. 1. Sols. Hodge & Harle. Weliington-pl, Pilgrim-st, Newcastle- 
Warwickshire, Clerk. Jan. 1. Sol. Rivolta, 10, Montague-st, Russell-sq, 
Broseley, Salop, Esq., John Pritchard, same place, Esq., M.P., Henry 
Ossoan, Henny, Shipdham, Norfolk, Labourer. 
RaMMELL, Toomas, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. July 10. Sols. Long & Daniel, 
Daubeny, T 
bourne, Sussex, Clerk. Dec. 16. Sol. Shephard, 9, Sise-lane, London. 
the North Shropshire Yeomanry Cavalry. Dec. 20. S. Hares & R. 
Ross, Herefordshire. 
Tennant, Cuartes, formerly of Cape Town, Cape of Good Hope, Gent. 
April 30. Sols. Talbot & Tasker, 47, Bedford-row, London. 
Gent. Dec. 31. Sols. J. & S. Langham, 10, Bartlett’s.buildings, 
and also of 3, Earl’s Court, Old Brompton, Middlesex. Jan. 31. Sol. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Robinson v. Beasley, M.R mae 


TugsDayY, Nov. 12, 1861. 

Awpersoy, Tuomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer and Tea Dealer. 
upon-Tyne. 

Knorr, The Rev. James Monxuovse, Priors Hardwick (Cum Membris), 
London. 

Nock, WittiaM, Wellington, Salop, Solicitor. Dec. 1. George Pritchard, 
Heane, Newport, Salop, Gent., and William Henry Pritchard Nock, 
King-st, Grange, Salop, Gent., Executors. 

Dec. 25. Sols. Taylor 
& Son, Norwich, Houchen, Thetford. 
Queen-st, Ramsgate. 

Rwier, Jonny, hed Bristol, Bookseller. Dec. 21. Sols. Mead & 

emple. 

Serres, The Rev. Joun Epmunp Dominick, Perpetual Curate of East- 

Smiatey, Jouy, Prees, Salop, a retired Quarter-Master in Her Majesty's 
Royal Regiment of Horse Guards, and late Captain and Adjutant in 
Hares, Prees, Salop, Druggists and Drapers, Executors. 

Sxrrp, Grorce, H , hire, Farmer. Dec. 24. Sol. Skryme, 

Sriatinc, Grorce Joun, 50, Shaftesbury-st, New North-rd, Hoxton, 
Millwright. Dec. 15. Sol. Buchanan, 13, Basinghali-st, London. 
April 30. Sols. Talbot & Tasker, 47, Bedford-row, London. 

Tennant, Hercotes, formerly of Uitenhage, Cape of Good Hope, Gent. 

Wane, Joun, 48, Fetter-lane, Holborn, London, Brass Founder and Gas 
Fitter, and late of 1, Woodland-cottages, Turnham-green, Middlesex, 
Holborn 

Yates, Groner, Warwick-st, ;Golden-sq, Westminster, Picture Dealer, 
Pain, 6, Surrey-st, Strand, Middlesex. 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Fawar, Nov. 8, 1861. 

Beastey, Mary Ann, Stafford-st, New-rd, Middlesex, Spinster. 

Bettamy, WILLIAM owns, gy ey, B a Wine Mer- 
chant. Dec. 10. Morgan v. Bellamy, 


Car, SRY Atholl-lodge, Margate, BoP tno Dec. 9. Carr v. 
Carver, age: Wickensby, Yorkshire, Gentleman. Dec 6. Leggitt 
v. Potter, M.R. 


Frecper, Tuomas Epwarp, Money-hill, Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire, 
. Dec. 14. Strachan ov. Fielder, V.C. Stuart. 

Foster, Leonarp, Holbeck, Leeds, Malster. Dec. 3. 
Pearson, Pearson v. Cranswick, M.R. 

James, Jonny, Blaendifod, Carmarthenshire, Farmer. Dec. 4. 
James, V. C. Stuart. 

Kino, Guorcor, Rose, Sands-end, Fulham, Middlesex. Nov. 23. Foster v. 
Hardingham, V. C. Stuart. 


Cranswick +, 


James v. 


~~ seam i jport-ter, Portsea, Hants, Gent. Dec. 1. Goold 
. ns. 

7 Joux’ Guanvitt, Reading, Berkshire, Tallow Chandler. Dec, 16. 
Lister, Taomas, Addington, Yorkshire, Yeoman. Dec. 3. Lister v. 


Cockshot, V. C. Stuart. 

Moors, FIZLDING, Glenfield, Leicestershire, Yeoman. 

v. Moore, M.R. 

Pacx, Colonel, AxTaur aaa Reyyet, Arisford-house, Sussex, and 
Harley-st, Middlese lesex. Dec. -R. 

Penson, ane Gwerayle bil. Denbighshire, Esq. Dec. 2. Griffithes v. 


Dec. 18, Moore 


Plunkett, 
Pim, Taomas (otherwise Thomas Bedford Pim), Aberdeen-ter, Grove-rd, 
, Middlesex, Gent. Dec.9. Pim wv. Woolland, V.C. Stuart. 
Wess, Jou, Gutter-lane, Cheapside, London, Warehouseman, Dec, 14. 
Candy . Denby, V. C. Stuart. 





Tuespay, Nov. 12, 1861. 

Dueean, Epwarp, Workington, Cumberland, Mercer and Draper. Dec, 5. 
Duggan v. Elliot, V. C. Stuart. 

Ecxis, WiLt1aM VEALE, Sancreed, Cornwall, Farmer. Dec. 6. 
Hockin, M.R. 

Fisusurn. Tuomas, formerly of ergs ies Yorkshire, but late of Chelten- 
ham, Gloucestershire, Esq. Dev. 6. Jessop v. Fishburn, V.C. Wood. 

Hawk1na, Joun, Newton-upon-Ouse, Yorkshire, Gent. Dec. 5. Hawking 
v. Burton, M.R. 

Howagp, Taomas, Dudley, Dec. 4. Howard v. 
Howard, M.R.- 

Patterson, JosepH, Timble Great, West Riding, Yorkshire, Yeoman. 
Dec. 14. Mitchell v. Smith, V. C. Stuart. 

Say.es, Ropert, Blackwood-house, North Duffield, Yorkshire. Dec. 7. 
Wiles v. Hindle, V. C. Stuart. 

Witson, James, Tothill-st, — Middlesex, Oilman. Dec, 3. 
Blundell v. Wilson, V. C. Wood. 


Sesignments for Benet of Creditors. 
Fripay, Nov. 8, 1861. 
MansELt, Georce, Thoresby, Nottinghamshire, Gamekeeper. Oct. 11. 
Sol. Cursham, Mansfield. 


Lawry v. 


Worcestershire, Gent. 


Payne, WILLIAM, Wellington, Somersetshire, Auctioneer. Oct. 28. 
Sol. Burridge, Wellington. 

Puituips, JosePn, Bristol, Timber ont Hoop Merchant. Oct. 12. Sols. 
Abbott, Lucas, ‘and Leonard, B 

TuEsDAY, ssl 12, 1861. 

HaMuey, Cuar.orre, Tavistock, Devonshire, Widow. Nov. 19. Sol. 
Willesford, Tavistock. 

WatLrers, HENRY CoGHLAN, Bristol, Hosier. Nov.1. Sols. Vassall & 
Parr, Bristol. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Nov. 8, 1861. 

o Oct. 17. Assignment. 
. Nov. 7. 

Bennett, JAMES, Norwich, Tailor and Clothier. 

Bianxs, RoBert, om, 3 Essex, Gunsmith and Naturalist. Oct. 12. 

ent. 

Agreement. Reg. Nov. 7 

Cross, Tuomas Joun, St. Domingo Cottage, Stainsby-rd, Poplar, Middle- 


Bepwet.L, James, Brandeslon, Suffolk, Builder. 
Oct, 24. Assignment. 
Reg. Nov. 8. 
Reg. Nov. 
— Joun, Angel-st, Rochdale-ra, Manchester, Provision Dealer. Oct. 
sex, & Henzy Foreman Cross, 16, Clarecon-pl, Middleton-rd, — 


a Grocers and Ship Chandlers. Oct. 12. Composition. Reg. 

ov. 6, 

Dopson, Epwis, St. Mary’s-ter, Walworth, Surrey, Tailor. Oct. 31. Com- 
position. Reg. Nov. 4. 

GRANGER, SAMUEL, 92, Murray-st, Hoxton, Middlesex, Baker. Nov. 2. 
Assignment. Reg. Nov. 6. 

oy ap Epwarp, Alton, Hants, Tailor. Oct. 14. Composition. 

eg. Nov. 


HENBREY, WILLIAM, Rye, Sussex, Grocer. Oct. 728. Assign. Reg. Nov. 6. 

Hinpg, Joun Georce, Worcester-st and Broad-st, Birmingham, Brush 
Manufacturer and General Dealer. Oct. 24, Composition. Reg. Nov. 6. 

Hont, Joun, 69 and 70 Bish psgate-st ae, London, Draper and Out- 
fitter. Oct. 18. Composition. Reg. Nov. 

JaMEs, JoHN, Narberth, ns mai Builder and Cabinet Maker. 
Oct. 31. Assignment. Reg. Nov. 6. 

LutMaNn, Caarces, Portsea, Music Seller. Oct. 14. Assign. Reg. Nov. 4. 

McAusLanD, Humparey, & Jonn Hutton Tarr, Liverpool, Drysalters. 
Oct. 19. Assignment. Reg. Nov. 4. 

Pattuips, Joseru, Bristol, Timber and Hoop Merchant. Oct. 12. Assign- 
ment. Reg. Nov. 7. 

Searcu, Mary, 6 Falcon-sq, London, and Crystal Palace, Sydenham, 
Surrey, Milliner and General Dealer. Oct. 21. Assignment. Reg. Nov. 6. 

Situ, Connetivs, Leeds, Draper. Oct. 14. Composition. Reg. Nov. 4. 

Spokes, Daniet, 86 Great College-st, Camden-town, Middlesex, Grocer. 
Oct. 30. Composition. Reg. Nov. 6, 

Sracey, Georce, 12 Thames-st, New Windsor, Berks, Tobacconist. 


Oct. 

28. Assignment. Reg. Nov. 2 

Wuear, Samvet, jun., ale Cornwall, Draper. Oct. 12. Assign- 
ment. Reg. Nov, 4. 

TuesDayY, Nov. 12, 186). 

Open, Tuomas, 67 Oldham-st, Manchester, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Oct. 
12. Assignment. Reg, Nov. 8. 

Foster, Joan, | a Southsea, Grocer and Draper. Oct, 16. Assign- 
ment. Reg. Nov. 8. 

Hackrorts, Henry, Leamington Priors, Warwickshire, Grocer. Oct, 16. 
‘Assignment. Reg. Nov, 9. 

Last, Ropert, Clare, Suffolk, Carpenter and Builder. Nov. 11. Com- 


position. Reg. Nov. 11. 

Lewis, JoserpH WILLIAM. Coventry, Ribbon Manufacturer. Oct. 25. Con- 
veyance. Reg. Nov. 8 

— Joun, Il Beacon-st, Liverpool, Cooper. Nov. 5, Assignment. 

g. Nov, 8. 

Pett, WitLiaM, Slawston, Leicestershire, Farmer. Oct. 23. Assignment. 
Reg. Nov. 11 

Rice, James, sen., Featherstall, Rochdale, Grocer and Provision Dealer. 
Oct.14. Assignment. Reg. Nov. 7. 

Scorr, CAROLINE Mary, 34 Bury-st, St. James's, Westminster, Tailor, 
trading as 8. E. Scott. Oct. 29. Composition, . Nov. 8. 

Sserrivr, Caartes Georce, Crewkerne, Some ire, Linen Draper. 
Oct. 11. Composition. Reg. Nov. 8. 

Snow, Epwarp, 50, High-st, St. Giles, Middlesex, and 20 Poland-st, Ox- 
ford-st, Middlesex, Grocer and Tea Dealer. Oct. 17. Assignment. 
Reg. Nov. 8. 

TaYLor, THomas Lonomore, Summer-lane, Birmingham, Brass Founder, 
Oct. 14. Appointment of inspectors and Deed of trust, Reg. Nov. 9. 


Tompson, James, Birkhenhead, Cheshire, Joiner and Builder. Oct. 23. 
Assignment. Reg. Nov. 8. 
Bankruyls. 
Fatway, Nov. 8, 1861. 
ALLEN, James, Liverpool, Detective Officer. Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Hime : 
re 19 at 2; Liverpool. Off. As. Hime. Sol. Pemberton, Cable-st, 


verpool. 
ArmsteaD, Wittiam, 17, Wellington-st, Deptford, Kent, Butcher. Pet. 
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Nov. ot / Hazlitt: Nov. 25 at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Off. As. 
Stansfeld. Sol. Drew, 4, New Basinghall-st, ‘London. 

BalLey, it, Scar House, Golcar, Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. 
Pet. Oct. 24. Reg. Jones: ma a1 at 10; Huddersfield. Off. As. Jones. 
Sol. Dransfield, Market-pl, Huddersfield. 

BAKEWELL, CHARLES, ° Rutland-st, Pearson-st, Kingsland-rd, Hatter, 
Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 21 at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. As. 
Johnson. Sol. Peverley, 19, Coleman-st, City. 

BAKEWELL, HENRY, 24, Rutland-st, Pearson-st, Kingsland-rd, Hatter. Pet. 
Nov. 2. Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 21 at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. As. John- 
son. Sol. Peverley, 19, Coleman-st, City. 

Bartow, James, Hyde, Cheshire, Draper and Smallware Dealer. Pet. 
Nov. 1. Reg. Simons: Nov. ba at 1; Manchester. Off. As. Fraser. 
Sol. Eltoft, Bridge-st, Manchest: . 

BiIRcHENALL, DANIEL, West-st, Sheffield, Dyer. Pet. Oct.30. Nov. 19 
at ll; Sheffield. Off. As. Wake & Rodgers. 

Boutwoop, Josspn Scott, & Tuomas , el Luton, Bedfordshire, 
Straw Hat and Bonnet Manufacturers. Pet. Nov. 6. Reg. Miller: Nov. 
28 at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Edwards. Sols. Crosley & Burn, 
34, Lombard-street, London, and Simpson, St. Alban’s, Hertford. 

BRADSHAW, Matrnew, 129, Cross-lane, Salford, Assistant to a Green- 
grocer, Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. a Nov. 18 atl; Salford. Off. As. 
Hulton. on. Swan, Mancheste: 

Brook, GEors! #, Kingston-u n-Hull, Corn, Flour, and Meal Dealer. Pet. 
aaa, Ro 20 at 12; Tingnion-epens Hull. Off. As. Carrick. Sol. 


Brooxrs, Henry, Hardwicke, Gloucester, Cattle and Sheep Salesman. 
Pet. Nov. 6. Reg. Orme: Nov. 19, at 12.30; Bristol. Off. As. Acraman. 
Sol. Wilkes, Gloucester. 

Browye, DanteL Caar.es, late of Seacombe, Chester, but now of Vine- 
st, Liverpool, Professor and Publisher of Music: Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Gill: 
the g 11; Birkenhead. Off. As. Gill. Sol. Harris, 5, Clayton-sq, 

ve: . 

CanninGs, James, Durley, Hants, Market Gardener and Dealer in Wood. 
Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Gunner: Nov. 19 at 12; County Court, Bishop's 
Waltham. Sol. Mackey, Southampton. 

Cuapsourn, JouN, Donington, Lincolnshire, Potato Dealer, Cattle Dealer, 
and Jobber. Pet. Nov. 4. Reg. Bonner: Nov. 15 at 12: Spaldizg. 
Off. As. Bonner. Sols. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Cuurcuer, Taomas, North Stoneham, Miller’s Arms Wharf, Winchester, 
Publican. Pet. Oct. 24. Reg. Thorndike: Nov. 18 at 12; County 
Court, Southampton. Off. As. Thorndike. Sol. Mackey, Manchester- 
st, Southampton. 

Cuark, GeorcE, 19, Cambridge-circus, Hackney-road, Middlesex, Cabinet 
Maker. Pet. Nov.7. Reg. Miller: Nov. wey bas) Basinghall-st, Off. 
As. Edwards. Sol. Holt, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane, London. 

Coox, GeorcE Jounson, 14, Portland-street, K ingston-upon-Hull, Ginger 
Beer Manufacturer and Ale and Porter Brewer. Pet. Nov. f Nov. 20 
at 12; Bn oo -Hull. Off. As. Carrick. Sol. Ayre, 

Coorg, W. 1LL1AM, Wootton-bridge, Binstead, Isle of — Builder and 
Undertaker. Pet. Oct. 29. Reg. Blake: Nov. 20 at 11; Newport. 
Off. As. Blake. Sols. Hearn & Mew, Ryde. 

Connie, WittiaM, 103 Old Broad-st. London, Commission Agent and Ac- 
countant. ne Nov. 6. Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 23 at 11; Basinghali-st. 
Off. As. Johnson. 

Cuan, JAMES, Mining Agent, London. Pet. Oct. 22 (in er ~ pauperis). 
Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 20 at 10.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Graham. 

Davipson, Taomas Smita Goupiz, 44, oer Ph gy Paddington, 
and 11, Lansdowne-rd. North, Kensington, Bookseller, Stationer, and 
Printer. Pet. Nov. 4. Reg. "Higgins: Nov. 18 at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Off. As. Cannan. Sols. Harrison & Lewis, 6, Old Jewry. 

Davigs, JaMEs, 18 Nelson-st, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Grocer, Salt 
Dealer, Fell Monger, and Market Gardener. Pet. Nov.5. Reg. Orme: 
at -” at 1; Bristol. Off. As. Miller, Sols. Bevan, Girling, & Press, 

istol. 

Denny, Joseru, Jun., Brook-st, South Weald, Essex, Pig Dealer. Pet. 
Nov. 4. Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 26, at 10.30: Basinghall-st. Off. As. 
Graham. Sol. Lewis, Jun, 9 Carey-st, London. 

Denton, Frepsrick, Birkby, Huddersfield. Pet. Oct. 24. Reg. Jones: 
Nov. 21 at 10; Huddersfield. Off. As. Jones. Sol. Dransfield, Market- 
pl, Huddersfield. 

Dinsmore, Davin Crosman, 169, Broad-st, Birmingham, Dealer and 
—— Patents. Pet. Nov. 6. Noy. 21 at 11; Birmingham. Off. As. 

innear. 

Eoan, Witttam, 27 E‘don-st, Sheffield, House Painter and Decorator. 
Pet. Nov. 2. First meeting, Dec. 5 at 12; Sheffield. Off. As. Wake & 
Rogers, Sheffield. 

Eeeineton, Joun, Westbromwich, Retail Brewer, Fruiterer. First 
meeting, Nov. 20 at 10; Oldbury. Off. As. Watson & Watson. 

Excar, Grorce, Stone-st, Maidstone, Surgeon and Apothecary. Pet. 
Nov. 5. First meeting, Nov. 20 at 10; Maidstone. Off. As. Scudamore, 
Sol. Morgan, Maidstone. 

Etuis, Hercues, Northallerton, Deputy Chief Constable. Pet. Nov. 4, 
Reg. Jefferson: Ist meeting, Nov. 18 at 12; Nortballerton. Off. As. 
Jefferson. Sol. Holt, Northalierton. 

Froor, Epwarp Treopore, Gateshead, Commercial Agent. Pet. Nov. 4. 
Reg. Gibson: Ist mocing, Nov. 19 at 1; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off, 
As. Baker. Sols. Harle & Co., 20 Southampton-bldgs, Chancery-lane, 
London, and 2 Butcherbank, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Fisk, Isaac (and not Isaac Fisu as previously advertised), 20 mg 
South Lambeth, Clerk in the Parliamentary Counsel Office. Pet. 

Frircuett, Ricnarp Tuomas, & Epwarp Snaw, 211 Regent-st, Middieoce, 
Tailors (R. T. Fitchett & Co.) Pet. Oct. 28. Reg. Miller: Ist meeting, 
Nov. 22 at 3; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Edwards. Sol. Mardon, 99 
Newgate-st, London. 

Goanemy Martruew, Cockermouth, Plasterer, Farmer, and Carter, Pet 

» 30. Jatge Ingham: Nov. 20 at 10; Cockermouth, ff, As. 
Waugh. Sol. Hayton, Cockermouth. 

Gray, Joun Wattes, High-st, Sunderland, Hatter and Hosier. Pet. 
Nov. 6. ont Gibson: Ist meeting, Nov. 20 at 1; Newcastie-upon- 
Tyne. Off. As. Baker. Sols. Harle & Co., 20 Southampton-bidgs, 
Chancery-lane, London, 2 Butcher-bank, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Gray, Witt1aM, Frostenden, Suffolk, Woodman and Farmer. Pet. Nov. 
i. Reg. Baas: Ist meeting, Nov. 18 at 11; Halesworth, Off. As. 
Baas. Sol. Pead, Halesworth. 

GREENGRASS, ALFRED, 7 Drake-sit, Red Lion-sq, Middlesex, Wood Japan- 
ner. Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 20 at 10.30; Basing hall-st. 
Off, As. Johnson, Sol. Lewis, 2 Raymond-bldgs, Gray's-inn, 





Grusmit, Jonx, Swinton, Wath-upon-Dearne, Yorkshire, Market Gar- 
dener and Farmer. Pet. Nov.1. Nov. 26 at 12; Rotherham. Off. 
As. Newman & Hoyle, ee 

Haprigtp, Joun, Glossop, Derby, Leather Dealer. Pet. Nov. 4. Reg. 
Simons: Nov. 18 at 12; —— Off. As. Fraser. Sol. Reddish, 
52. Princess-st, Mancheste: 

Hapineuam, THomas, 19, ool Jewin-st, London, Law Stationer. Pet. 
Nov. 5. s: Nov. 25 at (2; Basinghall-st. Off. As. 
Cannan. Sol. Hare, 19 Crescent, Jewin-st. 

HartsHorn, Joun, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Pet. Nov. 7. = 
Waterfield : Nov. 21 at11; Nottingham. Off. As. Harris. Sol. Ash- 
well, Middle Pavement, Nottingham 

Hearn, Witu1aM THomas, Royal Victoria Inn, Netley, Hants, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet. Oct. 24. Reg. Thorndike: Nov. 18 at i; ; County 
Court, Southampton. Off. As. Thorndike. Sol. Mackey, Manchester- 
st, Southampton. 

Hepoer, Henay, 48 Rotherfield-st, Islington, Haberdasher. Pet. Nov. 4. 
Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 23 at 12.30; Basinghsll-st. Off. As. Johnson. 
Sol. Philp, 26 Bucklersbury, London. 

Hiceins, Wittiam, 5 St. George’s-mews, Regent’s-park-rd, Middlesex, 
Horse Dealer. Pet. Nov. 6. Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 25 at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Off. As. Graham. Sol. Orchard, 5 John-st, Bedford-row, 


Hoxpen, Joun, Liverpool, Attorney-at-Law. Pet. Nov.6. Reg. Broug- 
ham: Nov. 20 at 11; ——_. Off. As. Bird. Sols. Woodburn & 
Pemberton, Royal Bank-bldgs, Liverpool. 

Homes, Joun, 37 Lamb’s Conduit-st, Middlesex, China and Glass Se 
Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 20 at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Off. 
As. Bell. Sol. Castles, Ely-place, Holborn. 

Hotuanp, Cornett, Langley, near Slough, Bucks, Gentleman. Pet. 
Nov. 5. Reg. Higgins: Nov. 25 at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. As. 
Cannan. Sol Kent, 10 Mitre-ct-chmbrs, — 

Howarp, Epwarp, 11 Somerset-pl, Swansea, Glamorganshire. 

Broker, Auctioneer. Pet; Nov.7. Reg. Orme: Nov. 19 at 1; Bristel 
Off. As. Miller. Sol. Henderson, Small-st, Bristol. 

Inman, Ricuarp, Aspley-pl, Huddersfield, Manufacturer of Cordials, 
Dealer in Cigars, Sy Maker of Rustic Works, and General Dealer. 
Pet. Oct. 24. Reg. J : Nov. 21 at 10; Huddersfield. Off. As. 
Jones. Sol. Freeman, Market-walk, Huddersfield. 

Jones, Epwarp WatForD, 3 Eldon-pl, Upper Kennington-lane, Surrey, 
Clerk. Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 21 at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 
Off. As. Bell. Sol. Neal, Pinner's-hall, Old Broad-st, London. 

Know.es, STEPHEN, St. Thomas, Devonshire, Brewer and Malster. Pet. 
Nov. 7. . Carew: Nov. 21 at 1; Exeter. Off. As. Hirtzel. Sol. 
Fryer, St. Thomas, Exeter. 

Lanspown, Isaac, Sen., Isaac Lanspown, Jun., & Wiutiam Carrer 
Lanspown, Wootton Basset, Wiltshire, Builders. Pet. Oct. 25. Reg. 
Orme. Nov. 18 at 12; Bristol. Off. As. Miller. Sol. Bevan, Girling, 
& Press, Bristol. 

LEAKE, Pree > Framfield, Sussex, Farmer and Farm Bailiff. Pet. 
Nov. 5. Reg. Higgins: Nor, 25 at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Off. As. 
Cannan, Sols. Roscoe & Hincks, 14 King-st, ‘Finsbury. 

Lieut, Jonny, Winsor, Sou’ , Farmer and Publican. Pet. Nov. 6. 
Reg. Winslow: Nov. 29 at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Pennell 
Sols. Paterson & Son, 7 Bouverie-st, London. 

= James, Hare-st, Romford, Essex, Licensed Victualler. Pet. Nov. 4. 

Higgins: Nov. 18 at 2.30; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Cannan. Sol. 
lente, Jun., 9 Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Lovatt, Enocn, Pensnett, Kingswinford, Staffordshire, Auctioneer, 
Licensed Appraiser, &c. Pet. Nov. 5. Nov. 19 at 10; Stourbridge. 
Off. As. Harward. 

Lowx, Witt1am Emery, Lincoln, Dyer and Scourer. Pet. Nov. 4, Reg. 
Uppleby: Nov. 18 at 12; Lincoln. Off. As. Uppleby. Sol. Chambers, 

Lincoln. 

Martin, WittiaM Lanz, Norwood, Surrey, Ironmonger and Tinman. 
Pet. Nov. 6. . Southgate : Nov. 20 at 11; Gravesend. Off. As. 
Southgate. Sol. Wates, Gravesend. 

McKenziz, Mary Anne, formerly of Infirmary-road, Sheffield, Milliner, 
Dress Maker, and Draper. Pet. Oct. 30 (in forma pauperis). Nov. 
19 at 11; Sheffield. Off. As. Wake & Rodgers. 

Mecatti, Excote (and not Ercote Mrcats, as previously advertised), 
ah ny ee Brighton, Sussex, Professor and Teacher of Singing. 

t. Nov. 1. 

Mites, Jacos Henry, 5 Theatre, Norwich, Draper. Pet. Nov.2. Reg. 
Abrahall: Nov. 18 at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Bell. Sol. Wyatt, 
2 Copthall-bldgs. 

MILLARD, CaaRLes Brice, Fitzallen-street, Sheffield, Grocers’ Assistant. 
Pet. Nov. 6. Dec. 5 at 12; Sheffield. Off. As. Wake & Kodgers. 

Mircnett, Tuomas, Scredington, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet. Nov. 4. Reg. 
Moore: Noy. 18 at 12; Sleaford. Off. As. Moore. Sols. Brown & Son, 
Lincoln. 

Morss, Davin, 14 Little Tower-street, London, Wholesale Tea Dealer, 
Pet. Oct. 30. Reg. Winslow: Nov, 29 at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. As. 
Pennell. Sol. Chidley, 25 Old Jewr: 

Must, Noan, Sudbury, Butcher and Fostieg Muster. Pet. Nov. 4. Reg. 
Andrews: Nov. 21 at 12; Sudbury. Off. As. Andrews. Sol. Cardinall, 
Halstead, Essex. 

NaNnscaweN, FREDERICK, 2 George-st.-parade, Painter, Plumber, and 
Glazier, 16 King Edwari’s-place, Beerseller, both in Birmingham. Pet. 
Nov.7. Nov. 2) at il; Birmingham. Off. As. Kinnear. Sols. Green 
& Kimberley, Waterloo-st, birmingham. 

Nopen, James, Leominster, Builder. Pet. Nov.5. Nov. 20 at t1; Bir- 
mingham. Off. As. Whitmore. Sols. James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Norrinesam, Wittiam, 3 Little Grove-st, grove, 

Middlesex, Omnibus Conductor. Pet. Nov. 8. Reg. Miller: Nov. 30 at 
10; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Edwards. Sol. Ablett, 44 Hans-pl, Sloane- 
st, Ch » Middlesex. 

Owen, Groner, 3 Gloucester-bldgs, Old Kent-rd, Surrey. Pet. Nov. 6. 
Reg. Higgins: Nov. 25 at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Cannan. Sol, 
Atkinson, 51 Bedford-row. 

PaLmEr, Wittiam, 51 Everton-road, Ardwick, Manchester, late a Sales- 
man. Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Kay: Nov. 20 at 9.30; Manchester. Off. As. 
Kay. Sol. Boote, 52 Brown-st, Manchester. 

a JonaTHan, 33 Hugh-street, Pimlico, Middlesex, Builder. Pet. 
Nov . Higgins: Nov. 25 at 1128s Basinghall-st. Off. As, 
} mothe . Lewis & Sons, 7 Wilmington . 

Pequois, JEAN Nozgx, 16 Water- » London, to a Commercial- 
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‘owe Pet. 084 7 (in eo paupe ri). Reg. Winslow: Nov. 29 at 

PoTTer, ene Alder Root, Chaéderton, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. 
Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. Wilde: Nov. 22 at 11; Snaneedeher, Off. As. Her- 
naman. Sol. Hampson, King-st, Manchester. 

Rawiinson, Sutton, Caistor, Lincolnshire, Licensed Victualler, and Coal 
Porter and Coal Dealer. Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Haddelsey: Nov. 18 at 
11.30 ; Caistor. Off. As. Haddelsey. Sols. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Reppy, Laurence, Noble-st, London, Warehouseman. Pet. Oct. 29. 
Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 20 at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Bell. Sols. 
Sole, Turner, & ‘turner, Aldermanbury, London. 

RicuaRgps, SAMUEL, Stennack, St. Ives, Cornwall, Yeoman and Cooper, 
Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Paynter: Nov. 19 at 10; Penzance. Off. As. Payn- 
ter. Sol. Boyns, Perzance. 

Georoz, 16 Calthorpe-pl, Gray’s-inn-rd, Middlesex, Whole- 


sale Draper. Pet. Nov. 5 (in forma pauperis). Reg. Winslow: Nov. 
29 at 10.30; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Pennell. 

Rorsvck, Janvis, Paddock, Huddersfield, Dyer and Rag on” Pet. 
Oct. 24. Reg. Jones: Nov. 21 at 10; Huddersfield. As. Jones, 
Sol. Leadbeatter, -street, Huddersfield. 

Rosewsougn, Henry, Pet. Oct. 30. 


ereford, Jeweller and Clothier. 

Nov. 22 at 1; Birmingham. Off. As. Whitmore. 
ford, or E. & H. Wright, Birmingham. 

ae) hex 42 Garnett-st. Hightown, Cheetham, Law Stationer. 
Pet. Nov. Reg. Hulton: Nov. 18 at 10; Salford. Off. As. Hulton. 
Sol. Smith, “Manchester. 


SAnps, Roses, 3 Postern-row, Tower-hill, and 79, Minories, London, 
Pho! phic Artist, and Dealer in Pictures and Curiosities. Pet. Nov. 
7 (in forma pauperis). Reg. Miller: Nov. 28 at 3.30; Basinghall-st. 
Off As. Edwards. >ol. Philp, 26, Bucklersbury, London. 

Soorp, Tuomas, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Corn Merchant (Thomas 
Soord & Co.). Pet. Nov. 6. Reg. Gibson: Nov, 22 at 11; Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Off. As. Baker. Sols. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon- 


TayLor, Wituram, Ashmore Brook, near Lichfield, Farm Labourer. Pet. 
eer. 4. Nov. 19 at 11; Lichfield. Off. As. Birch. Sol. Duignan, 


TOOTILL, Exurs, Manchester, Letter Press Printer, Engraver, Lithographer, 
and Stationer. Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Simons: Nov. 26 at 12; Manchester. 
Off. As. Pott. Sol. Popplewell, 7, Townhall-chambers, "Essex-street, 
Manchester. 

Wane, NicHoLas Grisstx, 40 Pall-mall, Middlesex, House Agent. Pet. 
Nov. 7. Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 20 at 11.30; oe Off. As, 
Stansfeld. Sol. Abrahams, 17 Gresham-street, Lond 

Wape.ey, Wuuam Ricsarp, Birmingham, Clicker, Sreamty of Kidder- 
minster, Boot and Shoe Maker and Leather Cutter. Pet. Nov. 7. Nov. 
21 atli; Birmingham. Off. As. Whitmore. Sols. James & Knight, 


Birmingham 
Wenswenm, § WmaiaM, Hemingbrough, near Howden, Yorkshire, Sheep 
and Cattle Jobber. Pet. Nov. 4. Reg. P : Nov. 18 at 11; How- 
den. Off. As. Porter. Sol. Mason, 1, King-street, Casth 
Wau, § Chestergate 
Nov. 22 at 12; Stockport. 


STEPHEN, 
Pet. Nov. 4. 
Stockport. 
Waiaacn, Caar.es Joun Avcustvs, 25, Cannon-st. West, London, Glove 
Basinghall- 


Sols. Garrolé, Here- 


Howard, 
Merchant. Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Winslow : Nov. 28 at il; 
st. Off. As. Pennell. Sol. Solomon, 54 Coleman-st. London. 

Wess, James, 3 Cross-st, Hoxton, Middlesex, Cowkeeper. Pet, Nov. 6. 
Reg. Higgins: Nov. 25 at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. As. Cannan. Sols. 
Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. 

Weuss, Micnast, 9, Albert-ter, Paddington . Pet. Nov. 5 

(in forma —- Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. Basinghall-st. Off. 

As. Stansfeld 

Witpine, RICHARD, Sandbach-heath, near Sandback, Chester, Farmer. 
Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Latham: Nov. 18 at 10; Congleton. Off. Ass. 
Latham. Sol. Cooper, Congleton. 

Wixins, Georor, Curry Mallett, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper and 
Farmer. Pet. Nov.7. Reg. Carew: Nov. 21 at 1; Exeter. Off. As. 
Hirtzel. Sol. Blake, Langport. 

Wituiams, CHARLES, Crown Public-house, 50 Kent-st, Southwark, 
Licensed Victualler. Pet. Nov.6. Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 24 at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. Off. As. Bell. 

Wuusams, Emma, Wood Cottage, Magazine-lane, New Brighton, Cheshire. 
Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Gill: Nov. 16 at 11; Birkenhead. Off. As. Gill. 
Sol. Husband, 9 James-st, Liverpool. 

Wiuiamson, Henry, Totley, Derbyshire, Travelling Draper and Tea 
Dealer. Pet. Nov. 2. Dec. 5 at 12; Sheffield. Off. As. Wake & 


Rogers. 

Wittiams, Hexpert Howe.r, 5 Cambridge-villas, Tudor-rd, Upper 

a Surrey, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet. Nov. 5. = Miller 
Nov. 28 at 2.30; Basinghall-street. Off. As. Edwards. Sol. Howett, 
15 Bow-lane, Cheapside, London. 

WILLiIAMs, SAMUEL, St. Cleer, Cornwall, Innkeeper, Carpenter and 
Builder, Pet. Nov.7. Reg. Carew: Nov. 21 at 1; Exeter. Off. As. 
Hirtzel. Sols. Caunter, Liskeard, or Pitts, Exeter. 

Winter, Henny, 51 Camden-st, St. Pancras, Gent. Pet. Nov. 6. Reg. 
Hazlitt: Nov. 26 at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. As,Graham. Sol. Duncan, 
80 Basinghall-st, London. 

Woop, Groraz WiLt1am, Thomas-st, Huddersfield, Grocer and Provision 
Dealer. Pet. Oct. 24. Reg. Jones: Nov. 21 at 10; Huddersfield. Off. 
Ass. Jones. Sol. Dransfield, Market-pl, Huddersfield. 

Wooparp, Isaac, Magpie, Brewer’ 's-lane, Richmond, Surrey, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet. Nov.5. Reg. Miller: Nov. 28 at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Off. As. Edwards. Sol. Marshall, 12 Hatton-garden, London. 

Yeeres, Wittiam, Newcastle-st, North Shields, Northumberland, Builder. 
Pet. Nov. 4. Reg. Gibson: Nov. 19 at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Off. As. Baker. Sol. Swan, Morpeth. 
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ALLEN, GEonceE, 24, Brook-street, Kennington-rd, Surrey, late of 6 King- 
st, Portman-sq, Middlesex, a in Tobacco and Snuffs, and Billiard 
Table cg 8 Pet. Nov. 9. Keg. Winslow: Nov. 27 at 10; London. 

ennell. Sols. Chauntler & Crouch, 8 Gray’: s-inn-sq, London. 

‘en. Cuarves, Chapel-st, Radford, Nottinghamshire, Lace Manu- 
qeee, Pet. Nov. 8. Reg. Patchitt : ‘ee 4 at 10; Nottingham. 


Baur, J oora, former tore Cova 
bn OSEPH, <4 Haverstock-hill, and now of 
90 Victoria-rd, Lower Commission Agent. Pet. 


oJ 
19 atl; 





Nov. 7. Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 25 at 1.30; London. Off. As. Stansfeld. 
Sol. Peverley, 19 Coleman-st, City. 

BaBRaDELt, Witi1aM, White-st, Nottingham, Baker and Gereral Shpp- 
keeper. Pet. Nov.8. Reg. Patchit: Dec. 4 at 10; Nottingham. - 
As. Patchitt. Sol. Smith, Nottingham 

Batt, Ropert Jags, Peel-st, Burslem, Staffordshire, Grocer. Pet. Nov. 7. 
Reg. Challinor: Nov. 19 at 10; Han °*. Off. As. Challinor, Sol. 
Sutton, Burslem. 

Bett, Samus, Blossoms: rae Holloway, Middlesex, Tailor. Pet. Nov, 7. 
Reg. Abrahall: Nov. 28 at 12; London. Off. As. Bell. Sols. Harrison 
& Lewis, Old ving 

Biancut, FLORINDA, ee 4 Rea, Nap oe Plaster Maker. 
Pet. Nov. 8. Reg. Patchitt: Dec. 4 at 10; Nottingham. Off. As. 
Patchitt. Sol. Brown, 22  Fietcher anne. N 

Bowman, Ropert, Abergavenny and en Monmouthshire, Coal, 
om, and General Merchant. Pet. Nov, 7. Reg. Orme: Nov. 25 at 

; Bristol. Off. As. Acraman, Sols. Garrod, Hereford, and Brittan 
& Sons, Bristol. 

Bripees, Epwagp, 11 Spar Hawk-st, Wom . Edmunds, Suffolk, Coach 
Builder. Pet. Nov.7. Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 2 at 1; London. Off. As. 
Graham. Sols. Lewis & Lewis, 19 Ely-pl, Holborn, ‘London. 

Buscatt, Rosext, Newbon-farm, Cudham, near Bromley, Kent, Farmer. 
Pet. Nov. 9. Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 27 at 12.80; London. Off. Ass. 
Graham. Sols. Chilton, Burton, & Co., 25 Chancery-lane, London. 

BuTLER, FREDERICK Wituers, Tythe Farm, Abingdon, Berkshire, Farmer. 
and now of Aivescott, Oxfordshire. Pet. Nov. 8. Haslitt: Noy. 
26 at 2; London. Off. Ass. Graham. Sols. Linklater  Co., Walbrook, 
London. 

CHALON, HENRY BARNARD, 6 North-ter, age ie Brompton, Middle- 
sex, Accountant and Auditor. Pet. Nov. . Miller: Nov. 30 at 
11.30; London. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. ing, Fenchurch-st, London. 

CoE, ALPRED, Pudsey, Yorkshire, Extractor. Pet. Nov. 8. Nov. 22 at 
11; Leeds. Off. As. Young. "Sols. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Coox, James, Byfleet, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. 
Gregory: Nov. 27 at 12; Chertsey. Off. As. Gregory. Sol. Graze- 
brook, Chertsey. 

Coomsrr, James, Cooling-st, Cliffe, near Rochester, Kent, Labourer. Pet. 
Nov. 7. Reg. Ackworth: Nov. 26 at 12; Rochester. Off. As. Acworth. 
Sol. Morgan, Maidstone. 


Consett, Joan, of Sheepshed, Leicestershire, Grocer, Druggist, Baker, &c. 
Pet. Oct. 25. Reg. Brock: swat 26 at 10; Loughborough. Off. As. 
Brock. Sol. Giles, Loughborong’ 


Crick, Josepa, Desborough, ER Miller. Pet. Nov. 8. 
Reg. Higgins : Nov. 25 at 3; London. Off. As. Cannan. Sol. Douglas, 
48 Essex-st, Strand, and Market Harborough. 

Crossy, WILLtAM, , Risegate, Lincolnshire, Brewer. Pet. Nov.8. 
Reg. Waterfield: Nov. 22 at 1h; Lenwme mp9 Off. As. Harris. Sols. 

Hawkridge & Heathcote, Middle . Nottingham. 

Davies, Henry, Glasbury, Brecknockshire, “Tailor, Pet. Oct. 25. Reg. 
James: Nov. 25 at 10; Hay. Off. As. James. Sol, Cheese, Hay. 

Davis, WiL114M, Bridgend, Glamorganshire, Iron Master. Pet. Nov. 8. 
Reg. Orme: Nov. 26 at 12; Bristol. Off. As. Miller. Sols. Brittan & 


Sons, Bristol. 

Davis, Witt1amM Tuomas, 9 Lower Castle-st, Bristol, Undertaker’s ‘As- 
sistant. Pet. Nov.7. Reg. Harley: Nov. 28 at 1; Bristol. Off. As. 
Harley & Gibbs. Sol. Roper, Bridge-st, Bristol. 

ILL1AM RoFvs, Falmouth, Auctioneer. Pet. Nov. 7. ak Bull- 

ened Nov 21 at 11; Falmouth. Off. As. Bullmore. Sol. Genn, Fal- 





wine. ‘Joun Arrnor, 3 North-row, Park-lane, Middlesex, Clerk toa 
Land Agent. Pet. Nov. 9 (in forma pauperis). Reg. Miller: Nov. 30 
at 12.30; London. Off. As. Bdwards. Sol. Philp, 26 Buck 

Eves, Haney, 8 Plumstead-rd, Plumstead, map = Ag High-st, Lower 
Norwood, Tailor. Pet. Nov. 9. Reg. Higgins Nov. 26 at 1.80; Lon- 
don. Off. As. Cannan. Sol. Heathfield, 19 Lincoln’s- inn-fields. 

Fosrer, Francis, Batti-rd, ge ge oom or Beer House- 
keeper and Agent. Pet. Oct. 29. vibond : Nov 27 at 10; 
Bridgwater. Off. As. Lovibone, 

Fox, Cuarves James, Gotham, Nottingham, Cordwainer. Pet. Nov. 8. 
Reg. Patchitt: Dec. 4 at 10; Nottingham. Off. As. Patchitt. Sol. 
Smith, Nottingham. 

GeppEs, Tuomas MittwarD, 5 Froghall-ldne, Warrington, ——— 
Agent. Pet. Nov. 7. Reg. Nicholson: Nov. 31 at 12; Warrington. Off. 
As. Nicholson. 

GouLpEN, Micaazt, 8 Elder-st, Norton Folgate, Middlesex, Sik Manu- 
facturer. Pet. Nov.9. Reg. Miller: Nov. 30 at 12; Loudon. Off. As. 
Edwards. Sol. Beetholme, 7 New Ormond-st, Bedford-row. 

Groves, Joan, 5 York-rd, King’s-cross, and 20 Arthur-trree, Caledonian- 
rt, Middlesex, Saddler, Harness and Whip Maker. Pet. Nov.7. Reg. 

Higgins: Nov. 25 at 2; London. Off. As. Cannan. Sol. Smith, 15, 
Wilmington-square. 

HA.tsworts, W ILLUAM, Albert Nursery, God.ey-green, Cheshire, Nursery- 

man, Seedsman, and Landscape Gardner. Pet. Nov. 7. at Brooks: 


Dec. 4 at 12; Hyde. Off. As. Brooks. Sol. Grundy, St, 
Manchester. 
HansForD, ARTHUR, 24 Coal-yard, Bloomsbury, Middlesex, General 


Dealer. Pet. Nov. 6 (in forma pauperis). Reg. Winslow: Nov. 27 at 
10 ; London. Off. As. Pennell. 

Hanoreaves, Hannan, Armiey, near Leeds, Dress Maker. Pet. Nov. 8. 
Nov. 25 at 11; Leeds, Off. As. Hope. Sol. Harle, Leeds. 

Harman, Georce, formerly renting premises in Moor-st, Birmingham, 
Retailer of Ale, &c. Nov. 22 at 10; Birmingham. Off. As, Guest. 

Harnris, Francis, 23 Upper Bryanston-st, Bryanston-square, Middlesex, 
Saddier. Pet. Nov. 11. Reg. Miller: Nov. 30 ati; London. Off. As. 
Edwards. Sol. Marshall, 12 Hatton-garden, London. 

Hastcey, WitiiaM, 53 Wilmott- -st, Hulme, Labourer. Pet. Nov. 7. Reg. 
Hulton: Nov. 23 at 10; Salford. Off. AS Hulton. Sol. Gardner, Man- 
chester. 

Haskins, Joseru, 53 Kingsdown-parade, Bristol, Lodging House-keeper. 
Pet. Nov. 7. Reg. Harley: Nov. 28 at 12; Bristol. Off. Ass. Harley & 
Gibbs. Sol. Thick, Chipping Sodbury. 

Hops, Georee, late of Huntingdon-pl, = Middlesex, Water- 
proof Composition Manufacturer. Pet. Nov. 7. ins: Nov. 
25 at 2.30; London. Off. As. Cannan. Sols. Howard, & Trus- 
tram, 66 Paternoster-row. 

— = ——— ae ' 8 Wellington-rd, St. John’s Wood, Middlesex, 

'. Nov. 7. 


sSicveny 73 Nov. 29 at 1; Lonton, Of. As 
Pennell. Gols, Pawle & » 7 New-inn, Strand, London. 
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fel USTLER, ChABLES, 67 a se Se eae. Pet. Nov. 6. Bos wae. Reg. Higgins: Nov. 26 at 11.30; London. Off. As. 
. , 0a, King ums a ii90y on - Ts Cuaates W 804 Paul-st, Finsbury, Middlesex, Funeral 
23 Gui ‘OWNLEY, Es oe a ury, 

ee <4 Amel, paw he! John's-rd, Battersea-rise, Surrey, on! ie Contractor. Pet. Nov. Reg. — Nov. 30at 11; London; Off. 

i . oy 8 eg. ie: Nov. 30 at 10.30; London. As. Edwards. Sols. ‘Societe, | Walbrook-bidgs, and Runnacles, 

Edwards. Pe sol nascar, Philpot-lane, London. Brighton. 
vov. 7. Jaques, Wuttam, H green, Fonews, Pianoforte Maker. Pet, | Teayer, Jon, 6 W Bayswater, Middlesex, Hotel 

Sol. Nov.8. Reg. : Dec. 4 at 10; Nottingham. Off. As. Patchitt. Keeper. Pet. Mov. ¢ Reg. Winslow: Nov. 28 at 10; London. Off. 

Sol. Smith, Nottingham. As Sol. Buchanan, !3, Basinghali-street, London, 
lov. 7, Janwinos, Joun, & Jenvuwes, Leeds, Stone Bottle Manufacturers. | Truex, Joszpu Joun, Loweamore, Worcester, Baker. Pet. Nov.9. Mov. 
arrison ye 5. Nov. 21 at 11; Leeds. Off. As. Sangster. ae Off. As. Whitmore. Sols. East & Parry, 

. eke ee ne, Pet. Nor. 9. Reg. Daw: | Vicxuns, Tuomas, Haxey, Lincoin, Bailif. Pot. Nov. 8. Meg. 
fT. As. Nov. 23 at 11; Exeter. Off. As. Daw. Sol. Floud, 14, Castle-st, Exeter Burton: Nov. 22 at 11; Gainsborough. As. Burton. Sol. Biadon, 
Kissor, Epwarp F = oe oe upon- Tyne, Grocer and Tea Dealer. Gainsborough. 

Coal, Pet. Nov. 5. Reg. Gibson: Nov. 26 at 11; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. | Watkins, Wistam, 1 Maldon-ter, Newbury-ter, Kentish Town, Saint 
25 at Off. As. —. Sols. Richardson, © es London, and Pancras, Journeyman Plumber. Pet. Nov. 11 (im forma 

rittan z &R 8. Wat Mg = nee pauperis). Reg. Miller: Nov. 30 at 3; London. Off As. Edwards. 

LEACH, Guantas”Baves, Newaba fr, Gloucester, Writing os. Pet. | WaiouTman, Jomn Sant, Mansfield, Notti inghamshire, Commission Agent. 

Coach Nov. 6. Reg. Mason: Off. As. Pet. Nov. 11. Reg. Patchitt: Dec. 6 at 10; Mansfield. Off. As. 

ff. As. Lez, Epwanp, Carlton, Gedling, 3 Notlingbem, Be Beeches ong Pet. | Patchitt. Sol. Cursham, Mansfield. 

Nov. 8. ere: Se Sb Sy Nottingham. Off. As. Patchitt. | Warrsx, Wia1am, Crocus-st, Nottingham, Calf Jobber and Butcher. 
wiper Sol Pet. Nov. 8. Reg. Patchitt: Dec. 4 at 10; Nottingham. Of. As. 
. Ass. Lesre, JonaTuaN, 31 Jewin-st, and 44 Cross-st, London, Fancy Box Patchitt. Sol. Brown, 22 
mB. Manufacturer. ~— 3 Reg. Higgins: Nov.26at12; London. | Warremmap, Henny, Arrow, Knockholt, near Sevenoaks, Kent, Licensed 
mer P Off. As. . Sol. Lowther, 141, Fenchurch-st. Victualler, Common Carrier, and Dealer in Coals. Pet. Nov. 9. Reg. 
Nov. Luss, Asura, & Wiiniam Lum, Park-st, Leeds, Yorkshire, Millwrights. Higgins : Nov. 26 at 1; London. Off. 7 see Sol. H. R. Silvester, 
brook, Pet, Oct. 29 (in formA pauperis). Reg. Sangster: Nov. 21 at 12; Leeds. 18, Dover-st, Surre: 
ida Off. As, Sangster. Sol. Harle, Leeds. WitLiams, Tomas, 92 Newhall-st, Birmingham, Surgeon. Pet. Nov. 

on Mansu, Lrpwa, 82 Gloucester-st, Clerkenwell, Middlesex, Dealer in 8. Noy. 25 at ll: Birmingham. Off as. Whitmore. Sols. Harrison 

30 at Watchmakers’ Tools. Pet. Nov.9, Reg. Hazlitt: Nov. 25 at 12.30; & Wood, Birminghem. 

pe London. Off. As. Stansfeld. Sols. Boulton & Sons, Northampton-sq. | Witson, WALTER, orth, Outhel. Musney’s Clerk. Pet. Nov. 7. 

at Mansuatt, Matrazw, New Wortley, Leeds, Painter and Paper Hanger. Nov. 29, at 11: Birmingham. Off. as. Kinnear. Sol. C. Beaton, Union- 

Pet. Nov. 7. Reg. Sangster : Nov. 26 at 12; Leeds. Off. As. Sangster. chambrs, Birmingham. 

—- Sols, Butler & , Leeds. Wynn, Wittiam Narmanren, 8 Thornton-row, Greenwich, Kent, Saw Mills 
asl Mex, Witu1am Cuaries, Bridlesmith-gate, Nottingham, Tobacconist. Proprietor. poe er 9. . Higgins: Nov. 26 at 12.30; London. 
Pet Pet. Nov, 8. Reg. a Dec. 4jat 10; Nottingham. Off. As. Off. As. Cannan, Sols. Cole ; Jones, 15 Old Jewry-chambers. ® 

vorth. Minto, Gronce, & Arxep Pavirr, 9 George-yard, Lombard-st, London, BANKRUPTCY 

ne ae se ‘on Bot, Hen. 9 (in Soameh panperis. Reg. Winslow : - ees” te 
tet lov. 29 at 2 London. As. Pennell mD, THO! Vale ‘odmorden, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. 

. As. Moreaw, Prgvere, 4 Francis-street, Tottenham -court-rd, and then and Nov. 6. — ee 

8 now of 6 North-crescent, Tottenham-court-road, Middlesex, ee 

Se Shi wt ne Bev. 6. . Winslow: Nov. 25 at 10. Of. sae om — 
iglas, As. 5 King, 83 Fenchu h-st, London. » 

wt go gg ag hy te Ts ian aa RACTICE fl eng ae 

Neg » NOV. Li. . 3 Nov. a 3 AND AWARD. With F < 
Sols. London. Off. As, Edwards. “Sols. Lawrance, Plows, & Boyer, 14 Old ieee chan, ad 

Reg. —— tnage cto, Sse, Carver nd oi a Pet nee. London: William Henry Bond, 8, Bell Yard, Temple Bar. 

; ‘ason: Nov. 23 at 10; Chester, Off, As, Wason, , Cart- 24° 

“a wright, Bridge-s.- neg EE aa i OnMs I fh BAN Daskrpay, rang 1861. 1 106 Eractitiontte 

Taoutas Owen, $1 © ung — . A ty HODSt HODSON and er eee ee Lincoln‘s-inn, London, 

i Pet, He i Welt: once ee © ee London. Off. As. Gra- whose £ sxpertonte, 5 soa fn Sen comexn i 
- Peanson, Cra agile 1 Lenton on, Nottingham. Lace Maker. Pet. | particular Bran law Printers to the Insolvent 

~~ Nov. 9. Beg Dec’ 4 at 10; Noktingham, OM. As. Patchitt, Det Court, has tine for them a tae 
Fal- povEY, Janta Josere Gueoony, Handsworth, Staffordshire, Licensed Vi nats ae 

VEY, ice 

tualler, r, and Butcher. Pet. Nov.9. Nov. 29 at 11; Bir- HE “LONDON GAZETTE,” and LONDON 

0 ey ool . As. Kinnear. Sols. Hooper & North, West Bromwich ; COUNTKY, COLONIAL, and FOREIGN ADVERTISEMENT 
. & Allen, ham OFFICE, 

a oat t Little Britain, London, Tailor, Pet. Nov. 5. js: Haz- No. 5, CHANCERY-LANE. 
sod litt: Nov: a at London." Off. As. Graham. Sol. Wood, 4 - | HENRY GREEN (for many years with the late George Reynell) begs 

pli gen to remind the Legal Profession that al] advertisements entrusted to h: 
es na, S Ses iret, ag gn og nd care will most wae pe careful one prempt attention which an = 
: Bognor, Win- of upwards of eighteen years in the insertion of Tormé ani 
19; slow: Nov. 25 at 10; London. Off. As, Pennell. Sols. Laurance, Plews, pe ema ay ke.  Convenaiohion eseanaiea > 

v,8 Buds. og 14 Old Jewry-chmbrs Lain. Nov. 9. Reg Public + Comer & Mnnouncements, Election Addresses, &c. immedi- 
S) RicHaRD Manc! ’ lesman. Pet. 79. * ° of adverti 
Bol. Wilde: Nov. 23 atll; Manchester. Off. As. Fraser, Sol. Chew, Man- eet sen — a 

‘ chester. ‘ 

ssion HE QUEEN, a new Journal and Review. 6d 
Roox, _e Boughton-under-the-Blean, Kent, Slater and tag Pet. ’ 

om. Nov. 7 Rog. Tassell: Nov.25 at ll; Faversham. OM. As. Taseell Weekly. Prospectuses now ready. London, 248, Strand, W.C. 

Sol. Fielding, Canterbury. 

nt - 
RowLson, Ropenz, Chesterfield-st, Notti Joiner and Cabinet Now ready, 

As. Maker: Ft. "Rov, 8 Rog. eh: Bee at 10; Nottingham. | [PEETON’S ILLUMINATED FAMILY BIBLE. 

te Part I., 2s., with Dlustrations by Bendemann, Overbeck, Rethel, 

~ Satt, Anrnony, Tutbury, Burton-upon-Trent, — Butcher. | Schnow, &c. The Ornamentation by Noel Humphreys. A Specimen Part 

1b, E> gp Be Mi = Ne As. Kinnear. Sols. sent Post Free for 24 Stamps 

re Flint, Uttoxeter, james & Knigh rming’ am. London: 8. 0. fensee, , Strand, Booksellers. 
ery- SHALDERS, Heney, 31 Queen Va ety te Lo 477 a7 en, me, ™ » WC.; mae a _ 
ok Lt maihiaeta RITISH MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 
aun Suseman, Ricuagp Brinstey, jun., formerly of Hotel, Market and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 
eral Harborough, Leicestershire, Gent. Pet. Nov. 8. . Miller: Nov. 17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKF! LONDON, E.C. 

7 at = . 11.30; London, Off. As. Edwards. Sols. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Cipla, SSSR At, ie SOAR: £l0each. £3 per share paid. 

~e Cazeaten, Tete. Nottinghamshire, Baker, Grocer, ishopsgate-stree 

aie Pet’ Nov. 9 Nov, 9 Reg. Patchitt: Dee. 4 at 10; METOAL uoPGQOD, Ha 3B 9 

Sestabans. Om As, Paschilis. Cooper, Nottingham. TTESO: ‘BOLD, 3, Bedford-row. 
sii Surrg, Samant Axx, Belgrave-pl, Wade-lane, Leeds, Manager toa Dress emamndies ee aise 
ex, Ok catatalraalimmaiel easton CHARLESJAMES THICKE, Esq., 17, New Bridge-street. 

As. INVESTMENTS.— mt rate of interest on money deposited 
Surru, SIDNEY. = ham, Hoiser and Outfitter. Pet. N. 

eg 8. t Skinners, Nowinghe Nottingham. Off . As. Patchitt. pay periods, or subject to an agreed notice of with- 
me Sol. Nottingham. * cont. 
an- Spring alifax, Police Constable. LOANS.—Advances are made, in sums ees. 

oot ma 7 Makin: Nov Nov. ”, at tori Halifax. Off. As, | Proved personal and other security, po by easy instalments, ex 

+4 Dyson & Rankin. Jubb, Halifax ER ee ee a 

SPONHEIMER, FRANZ, 7 New-st. Lion-st, New Kent-road, Journeyman issue of Shares Secretary 
® | Sana Eee Nor, © (in fortad pauperis’, London. Weg. “Abrahall: | of whom Prospectuses, the he Ae ee Se 
ov. Nov. 22, at 12. Off. Ass. Johnson. be obtained. ° ¥ 
af Tarn THe a Men atin Nev. 20 cc 2; Bretal, Of ass. | [| ONDON INVESTMENT COMPANY.—Forty 
ex, Harley & Gibbs. Sol. a. Roper, Bridge-st., Bristol. £10 Shares for Sale, £2 2. ae Interest at 
As, Tiworay, Wutiam Joun 4 ” Culford-rd, North .—% the rate of 10 per cent. 

Middlesex, Furniture and Draper Salesman. Pet. Nov. 6 Apply by lntian, M & B80, Carep-etzent, Lineolt'sian, 
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NITED a. LIFE ASSURANCE 


PANY, 

No. 8, WATERLOO PLACE, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
The Hon. FRANCIS SCOTT, Cuatrman. 
CHARLES BERWICK CURTIS, Esq., Derury CHAIRMAN. 

Fourth Division of Profits. 

SPECIAL NOTICE.—Parties desirous of participating in the fourth 
division of profits to be declared on policies effected prior to the 3lst of 
December, 1861, should make immediate application. There have already 
been three divisions of profits, and the bonuses divided have averaged 
nearly 2 per cent. per annum on the sums assured, or from iP. to 100 per 
cent. on the premiums paid, without the risk of co-partnersh 

To show more clearly what these bonuses amount to, the cin follow- 
ing cases are given as examples: 


ESTATE PLANS, &. 


T. PETTIT & CO,, ; 
LITHOGRAPHERS & GENERAL PRINTERS, 7 
FRITH-STREET, SOHO-SQUARE, LONDON, i 

Bs to inform Solicitors, in London and the Pro- — 

vinces, that they are prepared to execute every description of Par. — 
liamentary, Law, and General Printing and Lithography, with careand | 
despatch, including : 
MAPS, PLANS OF ESTATES, RAILWAY PLAN WORK, BOOKS SOF q 
REFERENCE FOR DEPOSIT, MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, BRIEFS, &c. og 

large staff of competent workmen employed to execute all orders 
with celerity. & 





A 





Sum Insured. Bonuses added. 
£5,000 £1,987 10 
1,000 379 +10 
100 15 139 15 

Notwithstanding these large additions, the premiums are on the lowest 
scale compatible with security ; in addition to which advantages, one-half 
of the premiums may, if desired, for the term of five years, remain unpaid 
at 5 per cent. interest, without security or deposit of the policy. 

The assets of the Company at the 3lst December, 1860, amounted to 
£730,665 7s. 10d., all of which had been invested in Government and other 
approved securities. 

No charge for Volunteer Military Corps while serving in the United 
Kingdom. 

Policy stamps paid by the office. 

For prospectuses, &c., apply to the Resident Director, No. 8, Waterloo- 


place, Pall-mall. 
By order, E. L. BOYD, Resident Director. — 


NCONDITIONAL ASSURANCE on LIFE.— 
Under the new scheme (class B.) of the LIFE ASSOCIATION of 
SCOTLAND (Founded 1838) there is no liability to forfeiture or to extra 
charges, nor are there any restrictions as to residence or occupation. 
The Policies are therefore peculiarly valuable for almost every purpose. 
Prospectuses, containing full explanations, will be forwarded to any part 
of the country. The premiums required under this new scheme are 
moderate, and are as follow :— 


Rates for Assurance of £100, payable at Death. 
Age | Without profits.; With profits. | |Age | Without Profits.|With profits. 
i _ =—— ' 


6 wt @a4 

ies | £84 | 
2 58 212 10 | 
2 12 6 30 2 55 
‘.. 452 3 810 6o| 6 lo o | 


upto gg A 
£6,987 10 
1,397 10 














25 

30 
35 
40 


A medical officer in attendance daily, at half-past 12 0 "clock. 
On 5TH DECEMBER 
The Scheme will be closed for the current year. Entrants to the Profit Class 
will be entitled to a FULL YEAR’S BONUS more than later Entrants. 
THOS. FRASER, Resident Secretary. 
= 20, King William-street, E.C. 


GENTS’ REGISTER : Being a complete Alpha- 
betical Index of the Principal Towns of the United Kingdom, with 
space for inserting the Names of Agents, &c.; for the use of Insurance 
and other offices. Large Post Folio, price £2 as. 
London: Yates & ALEX/EDEE, Horseskoe- be-court, 32a, Latgate-hil. 


10 AUCTIONE] EERS AN D OTHERS, —A Land 
Agent wishes to recommend a CLERK, whose services, for unavoid- 
able reasons, he is compelled to relinquish. 
Address, H. H, 29, Parliament-street, S.W. 








WILLIAM EDEN, DECEASED. 
O Solicitors, Bankers, and others.— All persons 
having in their custody the last will and testament (if any) of the 
deceased, who died on the 4th November inst., or any documents, papers, 
or property belonging to him, are requested to communicate forthwith 
with — Baker, of No, 3, Crosby-square, London. Solicitors to the 
next-of-kin. 





Country a Lag Yager Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting 
ng and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c. 
ROOKS & : BEAL’ PS) Regi ter of the above pub- 
lished on the first of each month, forwarded per post, or may be 
had on application at their offices, 209, Piccadilly, W. Particulars for 
insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each month. 
£80,000 to be let on mortgage in various sums. 





Valuable Reversion ‘amounting to nearly £1,000, subject to two aged 
BEN order of the TEWSO 
ESSRS. “DEBE HAM & TEWSON are in- 
structed to SELL at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, NOV- 
EMBER 27, at TWELVE, in One Lot, the ABSOLUTE REVERSION to 
one-fourth part or share of the sum of £1,920, New £3 per cent. Consols, 
standing in the names of highly respectable trustees, and payable on the 
death of a lady aged 72. Also the ABSOLUTE REVERSION to one- 
fourth part or share of the sum of £1,918 9s. 4d., New £3 per cent. 
Consols, payable on the decease of the abovenamed lady, and of a gen- 
tleman now in his 81st year. 





TYLER AND COMPANY, 
(Late Goopcnar, TrtEr, & Co.) 


ACCOUNTANTS, 
13, GRESHAM STREET, E.C. 

During a practice of twenty years, T. & Co. have had great experianelll 
in winding up Joint Stock Companies in Chancery; the investigation of © 
intricate and disputed accounts ; the liquidation of estates under deeds of 
inspectiou, assignment, and composition ; and the audit of the accounts 
public companies. : 

The management of estates under the New Bankruptcy Act under- ~ 
taken. Terms moderate. 


VERCOATS.—Gentlemen about parehesing tha q 
overcoats and Winter clothing should pay a visit to PREW’S © 
CLOTHING ESTABLISHMENT, 294 and 295, vigh th Holborn, where they 
will find for their inspection all the newest and’ most fashionable materials, 
made in every deseription of coats, cut on the most improved princi 
and of superior workmanship, and cheaper than any po house in 
don. Also 1,000 a patterns of trowsers, at 15s, 6d. per pair, ~ 
usually charged 18s. to ; 
The ORDER DEPARTMENT is replete with every novelty of the 
season. 
The Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn a 
doors west ot Chancery-lane). 


HAYE YOU GOT ANY BOYS? If £0, you 4 
should take them to PREW’S CLOTHING ee NT, 
the Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, where you can select from 
stock of best styles of every description of boys’ and pom oh cloth 
cheaper than any other house in the kingdom. y 
B, PREW, Tailor, Hatter, Hosier, and General Outfitter, the Great 
Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen doors west of 
Chancery-lane). 


OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS To ‘rHe 
QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and Superior 
Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 4 
PERFUMERY. , 
John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d. ay 
John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per- _ 
fume of exquisite fr: = 
John Gosnell & Co.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and — 
fashionable perfume. a 
John Gosnell & Co.’s -otinggaaad LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion- — 
able and agreeable perfu 3 
John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER- ~ 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per- 
fumes in a neat case, which emits on pressure a jet of most refreshing © 
perfume. Price Is. and 1s, 6d. each. 4 
John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfumed, — 
and highly recommended for beautifying and promoting the growth of — 4 
the Hair. 
John Gosnell & Co.’ 4 GOLDEN OJL—Motlline—Macassar Oil—Bears’ # 
Grease, &c., for the Hai: a 
John Gosnell & Co.'s ‘CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to ~ 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 7% 
John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and Is, 6d, 
in pots ; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience of persons tra- 
velling, price Is. 
anufactory, 12, Three 3s dct Lomband-siveet, London, 











A LBION ‘SNELL, Watchinaker and Jeweller, has 

removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doors 
east of King-street, where he respectfully solicits an inspection of hisnew — 
and well-selected stock. 


AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, © 
as made by E. GOUGH & Co., the Original Patentees, and laid ex ac 
clusively by them at the Houses of Parliament, and numerous other 
public stews, is especially adapted for churches, offices, chambers, shops, — 
&c., being clean, warm, noiseless, dry, and economical. 
Goven & Boyce, 12, Bush-lane, Cannon-street, eT ee Ge 
wich-road. at 
RELOAR’S CORK FLOOR CLOTH, or KAMP- 
TULICON, COCOA NUT MATTING, and DOOR MATS, Best 
quality = moderate prices. 
RELOAR, Manufacturer, 42, Ludgate-hill, London, 











Particulars of A. A. Watren, Esq., Solicitor, Church-row, Limeh 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


PANISH FLY—248, High Holborn, Alex. Ross's 
Cantharides Oil is prepared from the Spanish Fly, which so moder- 
tke aaa can at poor ry whiskers 
ee: Sold at 3s. 6d., sent by retarn of ores stamps. 
iscroscopic inspection of the ones gratis from 10 till 6. 








AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER 
AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. Warm, noiseless, and impervious 
to damp, as supplied to the Houses of Parliament, British Museum, 
je ad Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 
offices, 
F. G. TRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.C. 
Manufactory—South London Works, Lambeth. 
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